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REPORT OF THE 

TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT 

OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK FOR THE YEAR 1906. 

Tenement House Department, Borough of Manhattan, ^ 

No. 44 East Twenty-third Street j- 

New York, February 5, 1907 J 

Hon. GEORGE B. McCLELLAN, Mayor of The City of New 
York: 

Sir — During the year 1906 the Tenement House Department 
and its administration have been subjected to repeated attacks 
to you directly, in the daily press and in the publications and 
reports of various societies and associations. I have heretofore 
refrained from in any way answering or refuting the many mis- 
representations and false statements made, resting upon your ex- 
pressed confidence in me, and in the knowledge that in all things 
I had earnestly striven for the good of the people of the City, 
and that my work had shown, to those competent to judge, that 
I was carrying on faithfully the work so well outlined by the 
first Commissioner of this Department. 

I now feel that, in justice to you who selected and appointed 
me to this office, as well as to myself and to the Department, a 
few words of explanation and defense, though by no means of 
apology, are due. 

Upon my reappointment to office, at the beginning of the year, 
with your knowledge and cordial support, I undertook the task 
of practical reorganization of the Department from top to bottom. 

My first effort was to surround myself with capable, earnest 
and dependable subordinates. With the success of this effort 
I have every reason to be satisfied, and the result of our year's 
work, as set forth in the following pages, shows conclusively 
that my satisfaction is in no wise without reason. 

Next came the necessity of restoring to the rank and file that 
discipline and high morale which was needed for effective work. 
In order to do this it was absolutely essential to make many 
changes, but I can assure you that in not a single case has an 
employee been removed, or his resignation accepted, without care- 
ful and conscientious consideration of all the questions and facts 
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involved. If errors have been made, I feel certain that they have 
been on the side of leniency, as I fully realize the serious blot 
upon the character and future of any employee so dismissed. It 
is proper that I should here emphasize the fact that in addition 
to those whose separation from the Department was " for the 
good of the service" we have also lost numerous others against 
whom the finger of suspicion has not pointed, but who volun- 
tarily resigned to engage in other business, or to otherwise bet- 
ter their condition. The loss of this latter class was due, in great 
part, as has been pointed out by me in previous communications 
to your Commission on Salaries and Grades, to the meagre pros- 
pect of advancement existing in the present classifications and 
grades of employment in this Department. As a result of these 
changes, voluntary and forced, a large number of employees 
have been appointed during the year, and, as was to be expected, 
their inexperience has acted in some degree as a bar to our more 
rapid progress. In spite of this handicap it is interesting to note 
that the field work per man per day has been more than doubled 
during the year. The means by which this was accomplished 
will be more fully set forth in the remarks relative to the work 
of the various Bureaus. 

I am glad to be able to state that at the present time the 
discipline of the Department, while by no means ideal, is greatly 
improved, and will compare favorably with that of any force 
of equal size. 

New Buildings. 

At the beginning of the year there were under construction 
and alteration in the entire city 5,760 tenements. This was a 
greater number than at any time during the previous history of 
the Department, and involved an amount of work upon the part 
of the Department, which can scarcely be realized. In order to 
relieve the New Building Bureau as much as possible of the 
work involved in the alteration of existing tenements, covering 
1,527 buildings at the beginning of the year, this work was 
turned over to the Old Building Bureau, whose inspectors 
were already under the necessity of visiting the same premises 
on work in connection with the maintenance of the same. This 
change was made gradually, as the force was able to assume 
it, and this, besides saving duplication of effort, rhade it possible 
for the New Building Inspectors to pay closer attention to the 
details of compliance with the Tenement House Act in the new 



Digitized by 



Google 



c 
o 

o 

o 






< 

I 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



buildings. This clpser supervision has resulted in a decided im- 
provement in the physical character of the buildings erected, as 
is indicated by the greater number of new building violations 
filed, 7,163 in 1906 against 3,834 in 1905. 

The tenement house building business during the past several 
years has largely fallen into the hands of a class of men (build- 
ing on speculation, not for investment) not trained to the busi- 
ness, who are therefore incapable of detecting transgressions of 
the law in the construction of their buildings, and are at the 
mercy of unscrupulous and incompetent architects and contrac- 
tors. Certain features of construction, such as fire escapes, other 
means of egress in case of fire, widths of halls and stairways, 
minimum sizes of rooms, width of courts, etc., had therefore 
been greatly neglected, and deviations from the legal require- 
ments were discouragingly frequent. With the mass of work 
to be done, and consequent infrequent inspections of each build- 
ing operation, it was practically impossible to- detect and stop 
at their inception all such transgressions. Under the new plan 
the work is more closely watched during progress, and the diffi- 
culties are, therefore, discovered and remedied more promptly. 

On account of the unfitness of so many builders, a practice 
had grown up among the builders of employing Inspectors of 
the Department (nominally after office hours) to superintend 
or advise in regard to the construction of buildings. The effect 
of such a practice, in itself a violation of law, was deplorable, 
but I believe it to be now practically extinct in the Department. 
Certainly offenders in this respect in the future will be treated 
with the utmost rigor and prosecuted to the full extent of the 
law. 

The enforcement of the act in the respects noted, and inter- 
ference with practices such as that above mentioned, were the 
real causes for the complaints which have been made to you 
and through the newspapers regarding the alleged "oppres- 
sion " of the builders by the Department. I can positively assert 
that the competent architects and builders of the city heartily 
welcomed these actions on our part and have not been slow 
to express their approbation, while the moral effect upon the 
others has been of value to the city and its inhabitants. 

Wherever due consideration for the obligations of my oath 
of office permitted, extreme leniency has been shown to all build- 
ers without exception, due warning being given against future 
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offences of a like character. In all cases the Department care- 
fully settled upon a line of conduct or ruling, which was im- 
partially carried out. 

Up to the present year thie New Building Bureau has had 
charge of new construction, from the filing of plans to the issu- 
ance of the certificate that the completed building conforms with 
the requirements of the law. This method appeared unsatisfac- 
tory, in that it led to undesirable possibilities resulting from the 
placing of too much power in the hands of one set of men with- 
out a system of cross-checking by another set of men fresh 
to the task. I therefore instituted a " Division of Final Inspec- 
tion,'* manned by Inspectors selected for their honesty and con- 
spicuous ability. These men were specially trained for their 
duties, which consist in carefully examining all new buildings 
declared as practically ready for the issuance of certificate, and 
reporting upon the conditions then found. This examination, 
free from internal or external influences, has had a marked effect 
in improving the character of the work done both by the build- 
ers and the employees of the Department. This scheme, having 
been thoroughly tried in Manhattan under my own eye, is now 
being extended to the other boroughs. Naturally it has met 
with considerable opposition from those persons who desired 
to avoid the bringing home to them of the responsibility for their 
transgression of the law, which is, in my opinion, one of the most 
trenchant arguments for its continuance. It has also resulted in 
an actual saving of time for builders between the date of their 
reporting the building ready for final inspection and the date 
of the issuance of the certificate. As soon as they become alive 
to the advisability of co-operating with the Department and real- 
ize that it is inexpedient to report all violations complied with 
before they really are, thereby causing unnecessary reinspections, 
this saving will be vastly increased. 

Still another reform in this line of work was the establish- 
ment of new rules relative to intercourse between architects or 
builders and the employees engaged in the examination of plans. 
A competent Examiner is constantly detailed to see all comers 
in regard to such matters, thereby centralizing and co-ordinating 
the actions and rulings of the Department, and making great sav- 
ing of time, particularly that of the other Examiners. 

It is my desire to institute during the coming year still other 
changes in methods dealing with new building construction, in 
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particular to do away with the assignment of Inspectors to one 
or the other of two separate Bureaus (new building and old 
building) and instead to establish one corps of Inspectors, each 
of which will look after all work in one district, new building, 
old building or alterations, with a view to further conservation 
of time and effort. All Inspectors are now taken from one and 
the same Civil Service list, and there is no reason why, under 
proper training all cannot be made equally competent. At any 
rate, I believe that an Inspector who cannot become thus gen- 
erally competent is not mentally fitted for the work of the De- 
partment in any line. Also it will multiply several times the 
number of men observing the progress of new work, thereby 
giving closer and more frequent supervision of it. 

Old Buildings. 

On the side of the enforcement of law as to existing tene- 
ments, or "old buildings,'' in the parlance of the Department, 
much has been accomplished. In the fall of 1905 I began a sys- 
tematic house to house inspection of all tenements in Manhat- 
tan, as to their sanitary condition. This inspection was con- 
tinued and completed in Manhattan and The Bronx during the 
year 1906, and is well under way in the other boroughs. As a 
result of this work, in the districts completely covered, viola- 
tions were filed covering all unsanitary conditions found, regard- 
less of whether some of them had been reported prior to my 
appointment in June, 1905. It therefore became possible to can- 
cel and supersede a great number of old violations, in which 
the major part of the orders had been cleared up under previous 
administrations, but which still showed fag-ends uncompHed with, 
preventing the dismissal of the violations as a whole. By this 
means a vast amount of dead wood was removed from the files 
of the Department, and much labor saved in the line of rein- 
spections, correspondence, etc. In addition, a new and up-to- 
date record of conditions was formed, greatly simplifying the 
departmental action in securing compliance with our orders. It 
should be explained that in the usage of the Department the 
term " canceled," means that an order has been removed from 
the record regardless of compliance on the part of the owner, 
either because it was improperly applied or has been replaced 
by another and more comprehensive order. The term " dis- 
missed," however, always means that the Department's orders 
have been complied with. 
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There were also pending in the Department thousands of 
orders requiring the construction of fire escapes upon the fronts 
of buildings, regardless of the equipment on other portions of 
the buildings. Many of these have been disposed of by cancella- 
tion, further examination showing that the law was complied 
with through the presence of this other equipment. These two 
classes of cases, in the main, account for the violations reported 
in the statistical tables, as " cancelled." The fire escape cases 
in particular have been fruitful sources of complaint against the 
Department, and though well aware that the responsibility for 
their existence was not upon my administration, I have used 
every means possible, short of actually stopping all other de- 
partmental work, to remove them and stop the complaints. 

There were also pending several thousand violations for the 
incumbrance of fire escapes, a type of case that has baffled the 
ingenuity of every Tenement House Commissioner. The prac- 
tice of using fire escapes for storage purposes and thus render- 
ing them useless for purposes of egress is almost universal in 
the crowded districts, and is not unknown in the tenements of 
the better class. Attempts to clear the fire escapes through the 
agency of ordinary Inspectors were clearly proven to be futile, 
and our detail of fourteen police is far too small to be effective 
in handling this work. Prosecution of offending tenants in the 
Police Courts could only end in the utter swamping of the courts, 
and in the crippling of the Department by the necessary attend- 
ance of the Inspectors as prosecuting witnesses. Early in the 
spring I obtained a promise from the Commissioner of Police of 
a temporary detail of officers, and also from the Board of City 
Magistrates a promise of co-operation in the punishment of per- 
sistent oflFenders. Commissioner Bingham promptly furnished 
me a force of thirty-five officers, who visited every tenement 
house on each block in the most crowded districts of Manhattan 
and compelled the removal in their presence of all incumbrances 
on the fire escapes. But the improvement was only transitory, 
as a reinspection a day or two later almost invariably showed the 
balconies in the same condition as before. A few of the worst 
cases, one or two in each of some thirty blocks, were selected 
and the oflFenders arraigned in court, but I regret to say that 
the City Magistrates failed to live up to their agreement, and 
instead of punishing the offenders as prescribed by law, without 
exception discharged them with at most an admonition. The 
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condition in this regard is, therefore, at present the same as at 
the beginning of the year, save that I was forced to expend, from 
an already too scanty appropriation, nearly $4,000 for police 
salaries without adequate results. 

In the matter of structural changes in old buildings to make 
the same conform with the law, the opposition of the various 
taxpayers' organizations had successfully tied our hands as to 
the removal of vile school sinks, and lack of sufficient force had 
prevented any systematic work of serious account in carrying 
out the other structural provisions of the law. When, as will 
be later explained, the stand of the Department relative to school 
sinks had been fully supported by the highest court of the State, 
the issuance of structural orders was resumed as rapidly as the 
force could handle them. In consequence of the lapse of time 
since the initial inspection, every case required verification before 
issuance, entailing a considerable amount of work on both field 
and office force. It was manifestly unfair to owners to require 
the removal of school sinks, with the attendant necessity for tli^ 
provision of water closets in either yard or buildings, unless at 
the same time demand was also made for all other structural 
changes required to make the building conform to the law. My 
effort has been to force all these changes to be made wherevei* 
an alteration of a building was contemplated, or where the con- 
dition of the premises has made vacation of the same necesssary. 
By this means we have accomplished during the year the removal 
of some 1,780 school sinks, and many other structural changes, 
as more fully set forth in the tables herewith attached. The 
continuance of this practice should, by the end of 1907, show 
practically all of the school sinks either removed or in process 
of removal, and a corresponding increase in the number of win- 
dows cut in partitions of interior rooms, etc. It will undoubtedly 
take several years to correct all of these conditions, but by no 
means such a period of time as estimated in various statements 
promulgated during the past few months. 

In the matter of fire escape egress great progress has been 
made, as will be seen from the tables, but it seems certain that 
it will take not less than two years to bring the City as a whole 
to the point where every tenement will be provided with ade- 
quate fire escapes. It should not be forgotten, however, that the 
constant changes in the matter of occupation of buildings will un- 
doubtedly make this branch of our work in some degree a con- 
stant quantity. 
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In the earlier part of this report reference has been made to 
the increase of work accomplished by the insi>ectorial force, 
and a word or two as to the methods by which this was accom- 
plished will not be out of order. Each borough is divided into 
a certain number of inspectorial districts, varying in area accord- 
ing to the distribution of tenements, and the character of the 
latter. Each Field Inspector has assigned to him one or more 
of these districts, and to him are assigned all complaints of citi- 
zens, reinspections on pending violations, alterations of build- 
ings, etc., within that area. 

It was discovered that not all inspectors were doing their full 
duty either as to character or amount of work done. In order 
to improve and increase the work, and to insure the getting of 
a full day's work from each man, the Inspector's districts were 
combined into groups, known as Supervisor's districts, over which 
was placed a picked man as Supervising Inspector. Each Super- 
visor has under him from eight to twelve District Inspectors, for 
whose work and attendance he is directly responsible to the Chief 
Inspector. Each Inspector prepares before leaving the office in 
the morning a " route card," showing the premises he is called 
upon to visit that day, and the order in which the visits will be 
made. He is required to adhere strictly to the order of pro- 
cedure given in this schedule, and is daily visited and observed 
at his work by his Supervisor, who also gives him such instruc- 
tion and assistance as he may require, or reports to the Chief 
Inspector any necessity for special instruction which he may di:.- 
cover. At the close of each day each Inspector also reports to his 
Supervisor at a central meeting point within the Supervisor's 
district, before leaving for home. By these means we are certain 
that the full day is spent in the prescribed manner, and in the 
allotted district. A year ago the average number of reports per 
day per man was but 9, while to-day the average is over 22.5. 
To this fact may be largely ascribed the great reduction in the 
number of pending violations in force. The present conditions 
were not attained without strenuous opposition from some un- 
worthy servants of the City, the majority of whom I rejoice to 
state have either reformed or been translated to other spheres 
of activity. Those remaining with us will assuredly be forced 
soon to select the class to which they will elect to belong. 
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Departmental Searches. 

It has been the custom since the organization of the Depart- 
ment to furnish to owners, free of charge, a " search " of the 
records or memorandum of the nature of the violations outstand- 
ing against their premises at any time. The only formality re- 
quired has been that the request for search should be signed by 
the person who had registered himself in the Department as the 
owner, as required by the Tenement House Act. While the law 
presciibes a penalty for failure to register, it is nevertheless a 
fact that only a small percentage of tenement owners comply 
with this requirement, and because of lack of sufficient force in 
the office of the Assistatit Corporation Counsel assic^ned to this 
Department, no attempt to enforce this provision has been pos- 
sible. Consequently the record of owners' names is very incom- 
plete, the activity in the tenement class of real estate operators 
making it impossible to keep up with the changes without the 
co-operation of the owners. Taking advantage of this condition, 
numbers of unscrupulous attorneys, real estate dealers and others 
have been in the habit of requesting these searches, either falsely 
representing themselves as the owners or presenting orders pur- 
porting to be signed by the owners, while in many cases there 
was every reason to believe that such signatures were forged. 
Then, acting on the information thus obtained, they have en- 
deavored to harass the real owners by misrepresenting the gravity 
and cost of compliance with the pending orders, hoping in this 
way to persuade the owners to part with the property below its 
real value. When this failed to have the desired effect they 
went even further in some cases and filed complaints with the 
Department against the premises in question, these complaints 
being of such a character that additional orders were bound to 
be issued, since, as you doubtless know, the Department is com- 
pelled to take cognizance of all complaints, even the anonymous, 
and if violations of law exist, issue orders for their abatement. 
In the effort to minimize as much as possible the opportunity 
for such despicable work, several schemes were tried, all based 
upon the requirement of substantial proof that the applicant had 
a material interest in the property and was entitled to the in- 
formation desired. With the assistance of the Assistant Corpora- 
tion Counsel forois of requisition were finally framed, one for use 
by the owner, who was required to be registered as such, or to 
register before obtaining the search, and others for the use of 
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the attorneys and title insurance companies and loan companies, 
who were required to give the name and address of the owner 
and to state definitely that the search was required in connection 
with the examination of title on behalf of a prospective purchaser 
or mortgagee. These regulations brought forth a storm of pro- 
test from various sources, notably from attorneys representing 
•' intending " purchasers ( ?) (who almost invariably claimed that 
they were unable to obtain the information as to ownership re- 
quired by the Department on account of owner being " out of 
town"). No doubt many such complaints reached your office, 
but I believe that the strict enforcement of these regulations has 
had a deterrent effect upon the practice previously explained, 
though I am not yet satisfied with the situation. Among the 
recommendations for the betterment of this Department, further 
on in this report I purpose suggesting some remedial legislation 
to meet this situation. 

Review of Dismissed Cases. 

In order to overcome the possibility of improper dismissal of 
violations a Review Division was established, in which every 
case, before dismissal from the record, is carefully examined and 
checked up, and, if deemed necessary, a re-examination in the 
field made by confidential inspectors. By this means we are as- 
sured that violations are not dismissed without full compliance 
with the law, we discover errors of omission and commission on 
the part of inspectors, and, indeed, it is through the working of 
this plan that a considerable proportion of the dishonest em- 
ployees who have been relegated to obscurity have been detected 
in their misdeeds. It is most unfortunate that this step was made 
necessary by the conditions existing, since its continuance in 
. some degree delays final action on violations, of which delay 
complaint has been made, but nevertheless it is a cog in the de- 
partmental machinery which it is assuredly necessary to retain. 
With the improvement in the skill and integrity of the field force 
I anticipate that a large part of the delay will be done away with, 
and the cause of complaints thus removed. 

Vacation of Houses. 

Under the authority of the Act the Department is empowered 
to cause the abandonment for living purposes of tenements, or 
parts thereof, which are grossly unsanitary, or without fire escape 
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facilities. This power has been quite freely utilized in the past 
year, in the majority of cases on account of lack of fire escapes. 
Ordinarily this method is not adopted • until every reasonable op- 
portunity has been given for compliance with the law, but, once 
started, the house must either be actually vacated of tenants, or 
practically complete compliance with orders must be shown. Mis- 
representation of the Department's action in this regard has been 
frequent, and the utmost eflforts have been put forth by owners 
to secure the withdrawal of vacation orders. Such orders are 
never issued without careful inspection by several of the oldest, 
most experienced and level-headed employees of the Department, 
or without the taking of photographs clearly indicating the worst 
conditions. The benefit of every possible doubt is given to the 
owner, and indirectly to the tenants, whose plight is even* more 
to be deplored. 

Quite a number of these vacation cases have been in connec- 
tion with property acquired by the City for park, school, fire and 
police or other municipal departmental use, and which, pending 
demolition of the existing buildings, is leased for short terms 
to various persons. These lessees naturally object to spending 
a cent more than they are forced to spend on repairs and main- 
tenance and as a result the buildings soon become seriously de- 
fective. Such properties have received most careful attention, 
and with the hearty co-operation of the Department of Finance 
which has invariably been forthcoming, much has been done to 
ameliorate conditions, though actual vacation has sometimes been 
necessary. 

It should be remembered in connection with the vacation 
work of the Department, that before a vacation order can prop- 
erly be issued a condition must be found to exist which can legally 
be proved a public nuisance. This requirement has been always 
kept in mind and no vacation order has been issued without it. 
But it is easy for an unscrupulous owner, at a comparatively small 
expense, to place a building slightly on the right side of the line 
of demarcation, where the condition of nuisance is practically 
unprovable. In spite of the hysterical clamors of certain civic 
bodies, we have observed, and shall continue to observe, an at- 
titude of strict legality in such matters. It might also be re- 
marked that the records of the Department fully disprove the 
claims of such organizations that it was due to their efforts that 
certain betterments in this line were obtained. 
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Erection of New Fire Escapes. 

Prior to the establishment of this Department the responsi- 
bility for the enforcement of the law relative to construction of 
fire escapes upon tenement houses was vested in another depart- 
ment of the city government. The new law transferred this 
work to the Tenement House Department and involved many 
departures from the law previously in eflfect, and it has required 
a considerable time, and some temporary laxity, to bring iron work 
contractors to a realizing sense of the necessities of the case. 
Following the natural tendency, any display of relaxation has 
been the signal for prompt attempts by them to seize even more 
than the advantage offered, and as a result the requirements of 
the Act have been found to be in many respects disregarded. 
This made necessary an active campaign to bring up the char- 
acter of the work done on fire escapes to the requisite standard. 
No attempt has been made to put all the provisions of the law 
in full force at once, but bit by bit and step by step the more 
essential features were emphasized and enforced. By verbal 
warning, by written word, and by printed circulars, attention 
was drawn to the coming changes, and if these repeated warn- 
ings were ignored, and certain manufacturers suffered, they had 
only themselves to blame. Even then the Department accepted, 
wherever possible, reasonably adequate substitutes for the specific 
construction of the Act, and gave to all alike the opportunity to 
place themselves in a position of accord with the Department. 
Allegations have been made that equal treatment was not ac- 
corded to all, but we are prepared to deny without qualification 
such assertions, and to prove our contention from the records. 

Legal Developments of the Year. 

The most important feature of the year in this regard was the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States supporting the 
Department in its action regarding the removal of school sinks. 
A test case, the decision of which affected thousands of others, 
was begun in 1903, and has been successively carried from the 
Supreme Court, General Term, to the Appellate Division, the 
Court of Appeals, and the United States Supreme Court. The 
point at issue was, broadly, whether the police power of the 
Legislature was sufficient to enact into law a procedure which 
might require the expenditure of a large sum of money for the 
improvement of a sanitary condition. The Tenement House Act 
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having been declared constitutional in this regard the work of 
removing school sinks by the Department is now proceeding un- 
checked. 

Another matter which has received considerable attention is 
that of the so-called " alcove " room in new tenements. Several 
builders have endeavored to force approval of plans by the De- 
partment, involving an arrangement of rooms in which it was 
clearly evident that there was an intention to violate the law. Por- 
tions of such rooms were so constructed as to be without the re- 
quired windows to the outer air, and devoid of the privacy en- 
joined by the law, if once separated by curtains or other devices 
from the main body of the rooms. The stand of the Department 
against such plans has been wholly supported by the decisions of 
Judges Bischoif and Van Kirk, and in great part by the decision 
of Judge Burr. Appeal has been taken by the Department from 
the decision of Judge Burr, and it is confidently hoped that final 
adjudication in favor of the Department will shortly be obtained. 

The Revision of the Tenement House Act. 
The past five years' experience in the enforcement of the act 
has clearly shown that the latter, as perfect as it was possible 
for any such comprehensive law to be while still untried, would 
be the better for some considerable revision. In some points, as, 
for instance, in the matter of area of lot that may be covered on 
corner lots, the fireproofing of bakeries, the occupation of base- 
ment apartments of old buildings, certain requirements as to scut- 
tles, construction of bulkheads, location and construction of fire 
escapes, etc., some relaxation of the present law's demands can 
properly be made without detriment to the interests of the people. 
On the other hand, there are numerous sections where co-ordina- 
tion of requirements is essential, and still others in which obscured 
intent necessitates elucidation. With such objects in view the 
officers of the department have been for some time actively en- 
gaged in a careful analysis of plans for the revision of the act, 
which will be completed in time to bring the matter before the 
present session of the Legislature. It is expected that the pro- 
posed amendments will directly meet and satisfy a large part of 
the objections raised by the tenement owning and building in- 
terests, while at the same time fully conserving the interests of 
the tenement dwellers. Some minor changes will also be suggest- 
ed in that chapter of the Charter under which the department 
derives its powers. 
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Suggestions for Betterment. 

I desire to recommend to your consideration the following 
suggestions for the betterment of the department: 

Searches of Departmental Records — That such necessary 
changes be made in the Tenement House Act as will authorize 
the imposition of a reasonable charge for transcripts of records 
of violations pending in the department against any tenement 
property. Such searches to be made at the request of any person, 
upon payment of a fee of one dollar, unless such person be pre- 
viously recorded in the department as the owner of the prop- 
erty, in which case no charge is to be made. Such fees to be- 
come a part of the funds of the department and to be added 
to the amount of its annual appropriation. A severe penalty for 
false registration of ownership should be provided, though it is 
believed that the imposition of the above fee for the service will 
tend to prevent much of the present abuse of the privilege of 
search. 

Licensing Superintendents of Construction — The enactment 
of a law requiring that no tenement house shall be constructed 
save under the direct supervision of a competent architect or 
constructing builder, whose knowledge of the Tenement House 
Law shall be tested by a board of examiners consisting of at least 
two architects, two builders and a representative of the depart- 
ment. The lay members of this Board to hold office concurrently 
with the Commissioner of this Department. The members of 
this board, exclusive of the representative of this department, to 
be experienced in tenement construction and to be remunerated 
from th proceeds of license fees paid by the applicants. Such 
license to be revocable by the Commissioner for violation of the 
Tenement House Act, or to be suspended for a given period. The 
holder also to be held to have punishable knowledge of and re- 
sponsibility for such violations as are discovered in the buildings 
under his charge. It is believed that such a provision would en- 
tirely stop the present lax method of construction of tenements 
by untrained " builders " on plans merely purchased from archi- 
tects, and without the supervision of the latter. 

Consolidation of Inspection Bureaus — As stated in the early 
part of this report, I believe it to be both feasible and advisable 
that the Inspectors of the department be required to be responsi- 
ble for the construction of all new buildings, as well as the al- 
teration and maintenance of old buildings, in their respective dis- 
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tricts. This change would require some slight amendment of the 
Charter provisions, but can be easily accomplished as a practical 
fact. It will further centralize the field control of the force, and 
by decreasing the number of new buildings under the charge 
of any one man, make more frequent inspection and closer super- 
vision possible. The titles of the present Chief Inspectors as- 
signed to the new Building Bureau should be changed to that of 
Chief Plan Examiners, this being the line of work to which they 
would then be confined, and no reduction of pay is contemplated. 

Increase of Force in Corporation CounseFs Office — The great 
increase in the amount of work devolving upon the Assistant Cor- 
poration Counsel assigned to the Bureau of Buildings and the 
Tenement House Department has not been accompanied by a 
corresponding increase in force, and while this branch of the 
work is outside of the Tenement House Department, its relation 
to the work is so close and important that I feel it quite proper 
that its necessities should be noted in this report. At present the 
enforcement of the orders forwarded to the Corporation Counsel, 
the Tenement House Department having failed to obtain com- 
pliance within a reasonable time, is so delayed as to be a serious 
detriment to the prestige and effectiveness of the department. I 
therefore urge the necessity of assigning an Assistant Corpora- 
tion Counsel, with an adequate force and equipment, exclusively 
to the Tenement House Department. 

Storage of Records — Judging from the experience of the past 
five years, the problem of housing the obsolete but still neces- 
sary and valuable' plans and other records of . the department is 
nearing the point where drastic action is required. At the present 
time the limits of storage space obtainable, at a reasonable cost, 
in the buildings where our offices are located have been reached. 
Such records must be accessible for reference at need, and prompt 
action is urged in the matter of provision of a suitable municipal 
storage building, which I understand to be under contemplation 
by you. 

Readjustment of Salaries and Grades — The necessity for 
prompt action in this regard, to provide for proper recognition 
of faithful services and to retain in the departmental employ the 
most efficient of our force, who have now no incentive to remain 
with us, has already been pointed out in several communications 
to vour Commission on Salaries and Grades. The standard of 
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excellence and discipline cannot be maintained without compensa- 
tion of the subordinate employees commensurate with their re- 
sponsibilities and equal to the opportunities offered by other de- 
partments. No general increase in salaries has been possible since 
the formation of the department, in spite of the increased cost 
of living. 

I also wish to call attention to the fact that my deputies, than 
whom no harder worked men are in the employ of the City gov- 
ernment, are much underpaid. The office at present is not at- 
tractive to the class of men in whom alone are to be found the 
accessary attributes of skill and ability, and I earnestly recom- 
mend an increase in their salaries to $5 ,000 p^r year, in place of 
the present $4,000. 

Appropriations — As to appropriations, I ask for a more lib- 
eral policy in the future, commensurate with the growth of our 
problem, and desire to point out that while it is true that the 
appropriation for 1907 is greater by $51,400 than that for 1906, 
this sum enables me to expend monthly for salaries but a small 
amount more than the monthly payroll for December last. And 
in that month, too, our clerical force was most inadequate to the 
demands upon it. 

Office Room — In the matter of office room, the Manhattan 
and Brooklyn offices particularly are greatly hampered for lack 
of room. The buildings in which we are situated are poorly fit- 
ted for the needs of such a department, the volume of work which 
we have to perform being inconceivable to those who have not 
been brought in direct contact with it. We need at least one- 
third more office room, and from present indications it will be 
impossible to obtain this space in these buildings. 

Respectfully submitted, 

EDMOND J. BUTLER, Commissioner. 
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GENERAL REVIEW OF THE WORK OF THE NEW 
BUILDING BUREAU, BOROUGH OF MAN- 
HATTAN, FOR THE YEAR 1906. 

The year 1906 was notable for a considerable decrease in 
the demand for new law tenements in this Borough. During 
this year 535 plans for the erection of 926 new tenements were 
filed in the Department, whereas during the previous year 1905, 
774 plans for the erection of 1,444 new tenements were filed. 
The causes for this decrease in the construction of tenements in 
this borough are many, the most important of which are the 
rapid rise in the valuation of available sites, the extravagant 
prices of all classes of building material, the betterment of transit 
facilities to the outlying boroughs, and the numerous tunnels 
and bridges that are now in course of construction which when 
completed will afford means of rapid transit to all parts of the 
Greater City. 

Until the year 1903 by far the greater part of the tenement 
house construction for the entire city was projected in this bor- 
ough, but since that time tenement building here has shrunk 
to a considerable extent when compared with the outlying bor- 
oughs. 

The following table will show the number of new law tene- 
ment houses erected in all boroughs since the organization of 
. the Department. 

1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1906. Total. 

Manhattan 259 

Bronx T2 

Brooklyn 180 

Queens 51 

Richmond .... 

Total 562 

It will be seen from the foregoing table that while the erec- 
tion of new law tenements increased steadily in all boroughs until 
1905, the year 1906 shows a decrease for all boroughs except 
Brooklyn, indicating that the population has begun to drift away 
from Manhattan in that direction. 
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The following table shows the estimated cost of new tenement 
houses erected in the Borough of Manhattan each succeeding 
year since the organization of the Department: 

1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1906. 

Plans 217 357 498 774 535 

Buildings 259 459 834 1,444 926 

Estimated cost $15,252,000 $25,102,000 $43,031,500 $77,603,000 $55,299,400 



It will be seen by reference to the foregoing tables that in 
1906 plans were filed for 926 new tenement houses at an estimated 
cost exclusive of the valuation of the lots upon which they were 
erected of $55,299,400, an average cost for each building of $59,- 
720. These buildings were constructed for the accommodation of 
25,682 families, occupying 106,012 living rooms, an average of 
slightly more than four rooms to each family. During the year 
1905 the 1,444 ^c^v houses erected at an estimated cost of 
$77,603,000 (an average cost for each building of $53,742) af- 
forded accommodation for 36,311 families, occupying 153,400 
living rooms, an average for each family of slightly more than 
four rooms. It will thus be seen that during the year 1906 the 
number of new tenements erected was 518 less than in 1905, 
in consequence of which, during the year 1906, $22,303,600 less 
was expended for new tenement operations than in the year 
1905, and 10,629 families occupying 47,388 living rooms were 
provided for during 1905 in excess of the number provided for 
during 1906. A fact, however, that is significant and worthy of 
attention in the comparison is, that the average cost of each 
building erected during the year 1906 is $5,978 in excess of the 
average cost of those erected during the year 1905. 
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The general location of the proposed new tenements for 1906 
is shown in the following table : 



Below 14th St., E.. 
Below 14th St., W. 

14th to 59th, E 

14th to 59th, W 

59th to 72d, E 

59th to 72d, W 

726. to uoth, E. . . . 
72d to iioth, W... 
iioth to iSSth, E.. 
uoth to ISSth, W. 
North of ISSth, W. 

Total 



Plans. 


Buildings. 


Per cent. 


Apart- 
ments. 


Estimated 
cost. 


79 


99 


10.69 


2,903 


$4,110,000 


10 


II 


1. 19 


304 


480,000 


41 


55 


5-94 


1,606 


3,107,000 


7 


17 


1.84 


425 


788,000 


24 


41 


4.43 


1,202 


3,S 16,000 


8 


14 


1. 51 


500 


762,000 


64 


III 


11.99 


3.793 


5.S55.000 


33 


48 


S.18 


1,219 


6,737.000 


77 


132 


14.25 


3.842 


S,869,4oo 


130 


271 


•29.27 


7.093 


i8,iS5.ooo 


62 


127 


13.71 


2,795 


6,220,000 


S35 


926 


100.00 


2S,682 


$55,299,400 



From the foregoing it will be seen that out of a total of 
926 buildings erected during the period under consideration no 
buildings, or 11.88 per cent., were located below Fourteenth 
street and that of these, 99 buildings, or 10.69 per cent., of all 
were erected on the lower East Side: 72 buildings or 7.78 per 
cent, were located between Fourteenth and Fifty-ninth streets 
East and West, 55 buildings or 5.94 per cent, were located be- 
tween Fifty-ninth and Seventy-second street East and West, 159 
buildings or 17.17 per cent, were located between Seventy-second 
and One Hundred and Tenth streets East and West, 403 build- 
ings or 43.52 per cent, were located between One Hundred and 
Tenth and One Hundred and Fifty-fifth streets East and West, 
and 127 buildings or 13.71 per cent, were located north of One 
Hundred and Fifty-fifth street. The accompanying map of this 
borough will show in a graphic way the number and location 
of the new tenement operations during the year 1906. 

The distribution of new tenements in former years is some- 
what diflferent, as shown by the following tables : 
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Comparative table showing the number of new tenement 
houses erected in the various localities in the Borough of Manhat- 
tan since the organization of the Department: 



Total Per 
1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1906. 5 yrs. cent. 



Below 14th St., E 101 

Below 14th St., W 35 

14th to S9th, E 25 

14th to 59th, W 8 

59th to 72d, E 2 

59th to 72d, W 4 

72d to iioth, E 13 

72d to iioth, W 17 

iioth to 155th, E 12 

Iioth to 155th, W 38 

North of 155th St 4 

Total 259 



207 

44 

27 

5 

3 

3 

42 

21 

14 

75 

18 



136 

46 

36 

II 

8 

4 

143 
59 
93 

260 
38 



82 
9 

41 
8 

99 

II 
201 

74 
187 
560 
172 



99 
• 1 1 
55 
17 
41 

I II 
48 
132 
271 
127 



625 
145 
184 

49 
153 

36 
510 
219 
438 
1.204 
359 



15.94 
370 
4.69 
1.25 
3.90 
.92 

13-00 
5. 58 

11.17 

30.70 
9.15 



459 834 1,444 926 3,922 100.00 



An examination of the foregoing table will show that out 
of a total of 3,922 new tenements erected from 1902 to 1906, in- 
clusive, 770 buildings, or 19.64 per cent, of the whole were 
located below Fourteenth street, 233 buildings, or 5.94 per cent, 
of the whole were located between Fourteenth street and Fifty- 
ninth street, 189 buildings, or 4.82 per cent, of the whole were 
located between Fifty-ninth and Seventy-second streets, 729 
buildings, or 18.58 per cent, were located between Seventy-second 
and One Hundred and Tenth streets, 1,642 buildings, or 41.87 
per cent, of the whole were located between One Hundred and 
Tenth and One Hundred and Fifty-fifth streets and 359 build- 
ings, or 9.15 per cent, of the whole were located to the north of 
One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street. 

It will be noted that during the years 1902- 1903 the greater 
bulk of tenement construction was in the district below Four- 
teenth street, as during that period 387 buildings, or 54 per cent, 
of all the buildings constructed were in that locality, while dis- 
tributed throughout the other sections of the Borough were 331 
buildings, or 46 per cent, of all constructed during those years. 
During the years 1904 and 1905, however, quite a change in 
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the center of tenement construction is noticeable, as during that 
time the principal field of operations was transferred to the north 
of Seventy-second street, east and west. 

In the years 1904- 1905, 2,278 buildings were erected in this 
borough, of which 1,787 buildings, or 78.44 per cent, were erected 
in the locality above Seventy-second street, and 491 buildings, or 
21.56 per cent, were erected below Seventy-second street. Dur- 
ing the year 1906 the locality wherein the greatest number of new 
tenements were erected remained the same as in the two previous 
years, namely, to the north of Seventy-second street, as out of 
926 buildings erected during that year, 689 buildings, or 74.40 
per cent, of all erected were above Seventy-second street and but 
237 buildings, or 25.60 per cent, were below Seventy-second 
street. It will be noted, however, that during this year 518 build- 
ings less were erected than during the year 1905, and that almost 
the entire decrease is found in the territory to the northward of 
Seventy-second street, where a falling off of 505 buildings is 
shown. It is also remarkable that more than one-half the entire 
decrease in the number of buildings erected in 1906 was in the 
district from One Hundred and Tenth street to One Hundred 
and Fifty-fifth street, west. 

The following table shows the proportion of tenements 
erected on corner and interior lots respectively : 



Estimated 
Plans. Buildings. Per cent. cost. 



Interior lots 365 733 79- 16 $3^,793.900 

Corner lots 170 193 20.84 . 22,505,500 



Total 535 926 100.00 $55,299,400 

From the foregoing table it is seen that the average cost of 
each corner building was $116,608, while that of each interior 
building was $44,739. The average cost of each corner building 
was therefore over two and one-half times as great as that of 
each interior building. 

During the year 1906 plans were filed in the Department for 
the construction of tenement houses of every class comprised 
within the legal definition of such buildings (excepting, of 
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course, the frame tenement not permitted within the fire limits), 
from the ordinary tenement arranged in suites of two and three 
and four-room apartments, and the tenement arranged in suites 
of six, seven and eight rooms and bath to the high-class fireproof 
elevator apartments arranged in suites of from eight to fifteen 
rooms each. There is no legal difference between the various 
classes of tenement houses, but there is quite a distinction be- 
tween the several grades in the popular mind. The elements 
that tend to create this distinction are many, chief among .which 
are the neighborhood in which the building is located, quality of 
construction and general arrangement. In general, it may be 
said that the " tenement " in popular usage is a building erected 
in a so-called "tenement neighborhood," and usually arranged 
for the accommodation of three, four, five, six, and often as 
many as seven families per floor in suites of two, three and four 
rooms to an apartment, with or without bath as the case may be. 

The flat is a building arranged for occupancy by two, three 
or four families per floor, arranged in suites of five, six and 
seven rooms and bath to an apartment. Between the flat and 
apartment house it is hard to distinguish, but a passenger ele- 
vator in a building would be perhaps about as good a mark of 
definition as any. Under the classification of apartment houses 
may also be included the high-class fireproof elevator buildings 
having apartments of from six to fifteen rooms and several baths. 

The following table shows the tenements for 1906 grouped 
according to the above classification : 



Build- Estimated 

Plans, ings. Per cent. cost. 



Tenements 296 

Flats 1 70 

Elevator . fiats 45 

Apartment houses , 24 

Total 535 



487 


52.59 


$21,055,900 


365 


39.42 


17,773,500 


49 


5.29 


6,450,000 


25 


2.70 


10,020,000 


926 


100.00 


$55,299,400 



From the foregoing it appears that the average cost of each 
of the buildings of the class known as ordinary tenements was 
$43,236, the average cost of " flats " was $48,694, the average 
cost of. "elevator flats'' was $131,632, while the average cost 
of the high-grade apartment houses was $400,800. 
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It is seen that the increase in average cost of a *' flat " over a 
" tenement " is only $5,458, while the elevator flats show an 
average cost of about three times the '* tenement " or even the 
ordinary " flat." The apartment houses, again, cost about three 
times as much as the elevator flat, or about nine times as much 
as the " tenements " and ordinary flats. 

One reason for the great leap in average cost from " flats " 
to elevator flats is that the elevator flats are usually erected upon 
plots varying from 50 feet to too fe^t in width, and in many 
cases upon very large corner plots. The apartment houses are 
also erected upon very large plots, in some instances one build- 
ing covering an entire block, and as a general rule are con- 
structed absolutely fireproof throughout. 

Furthermore, the appointments of the two latter classes of 
buildings are usually very elaborate and every conceivable con- 
trivance or device for the comfort of tenants is provided. The 
following table shows the difi^erent lot units employed for tene- 
ments in 1906 : 

Width of lots. Plans. Buildings. Per cent. 



Lots under 25 ft 

Lots 25 ft 

I-ots under 37 H ft 

Lots 37^ ft 

Lots 40 ft 

Lots under 44 ft 

Lots 44 to 46 ft 

Lots under 50 ft 

Lots so ft 

Lots 65 ft. and under . . 
Lots 75 ft. and under.. 
Lots 90 ft. and under . . 
Lots 100 ft. and under. 

Lots over 100 ft 

Total 



It will be seen from the above that the most popular lot units 
for the erection of tenement houses are 37^^ feet, 40 feet and 50 
feet, as 518 buildings, or 55.94 per cent, of all erected were 
erected on lots of these units. 
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The following table shows the height of the buildings for 
which plans were filed in 1906: 



Three stories high ; 

Four stories high 

Five stories high 

Six stories high « 

Seven stories high 

Eight stories high 

Nine stories high 

Ten stories high 

Over ten stories* 

Total 535 926 



Plans. 


Buildings. 


Per cent. 


■; 




. II 


48 


JOI 


10.91 


464 


801 


86.5a 


3 




.32 


3 


3 


.32 


4 


5 


.54 


12 


12 


1.30 



From the foregoing statements it will be seen that the pre- 
vailing type of new tenement in this borough is the six-story 
building, while the five-story building is next in demand. Both 
of these types of buildings are of the non-fireproof class, although 
the first tier of beams above the lowest story, the stairs and stair 
halls are required by law to be constructed fireproof with iron 
beams, brick walls and fireproof materials. All new tenements 
beyond six stories in height are required by law to be absolutely 
fireproof throughout, that is to say, the walls, stairs, stair-halls, 
public halls, floors and roof must be constructed entirely of brick, 
stone, iron or other hard incombustible material. The following 
table will show in detail the number of fireproof houses erected 
during the year as compared with the number of non-fireproof 
buildings: 

Plans. Buildings. Per cent. 

Non-fireproof 513 903 97*52 

Fireproof 22 23 2 . 48 

Total 535 926 100.00 



It will be seen, therefore? that the number of absolutely fire- 
proof tenements erected in this borough when compared with 
the number of non-fireproof tenements is very small. 
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No. II.— PARTY-WALL FIRE-ESCAPE BALCONIES LEFT HANGING AND 
USELESS FOR ONE OF THE HOUSES TO WHICH THEY BELONGED, 
BY THE DEMOLITION OF THE OTHER. IN CONSEQUENCE OF THIS 
AND OTHER DEFECTS, THIS HOUSE WAS VACATED BY THE DEPART- 
MENT. 
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The number of families the new buildings are arranged to 
accommodate will be found in the following table: 

Houses built for — Plans. Buildings. Per cent. 

One family each floor 3 3 .32 

Two families each floor 15 16 1.73 

Three families each floor 58 tz 7 • 78 

Four families each floor 162 332 35-8s 

Five families each floor 135 262 28.29 

Six families each floor 1 04 1 62 1 7 • 50 

More than six each floor 58 79 8.53 

Total 535 926 100.00 

The foregoing figures indicate that the prevailing type of 
new building in this borough is that having four and five families 
on a floor, as 594 buildings, or 64.14 per cent, of all erected 
were thus arranged. A comparison of the foregoing with the 
figures for the year 1905 reveals the fact that no appreciable 
change has taken place in the prevailing type of tenements 
erected, as during that year out of a total of 1,444 buildings 
erected, 986 buildings, or 68.28 per cent, were arranged for the 
accommodation of four and five families on a floor. 

In conjunction with the number of families on a floor the 
question of the number of rooms provided for each family 
should be given consideration. The following table will show 
in detail the number of apartments, the number of rooms in each 
and the number of apartments provided with private baths in 
the new buildings erected : 

Number 
with Per cent. 
Total Per private of same 

Apartments of — number. cent. bath. class. 

One room i .01 .... 

Two rooms 644 2.50 56 8.70 

Three rooms 7.094 27.62 2,160 30.45 

Four rooms 10,848 42.24 9.692 89.34 

Five rooms 4.437 17-28 4.394 99«03 

Six rooms 1,685 6.56 1,685 100.00 

Seven rooms 477 i-86 477 100.00 

Eight rooms 347 i-35 347 100. Oq 

Nine rooms or more 149 .58 149 100.00 

Total 25,682 100.00 18,960 73-83 

From the above table it appears that living accommodations 
were provided in new-law tenements in 1906 for 25,682 families, 
or over 115,000 persons, taking the average number of persons 
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to a family as four and a half as given in the Federal census for 
Manhattan and The Bronx in 1900. These figures show a great 
decrease from 1905, when 36,311 apartments were provided, giv- 
ing accommodation to over 163,000 people. 

It appears also that the prevailing type of new tenements in 
this borough is that having four rooms and bath to an apart- 
ment. It will also be noted that out of 25,682 apartments, 18,690, 
or 73-83 per cent, of the whole, have been provided with private 
baths. These figures indicate that considerable attention has been 
given to the matter of bathing facilities by the builder of the new- 
law tenement, although the provision of baths in a new tene- 
ment is entirely voluntary, there being no law relative thereto. 
The law does require, however, that within each apartment 
shall be a private water closet. This requirement no doubt 
has had much to do with the providing of bathing facili- 
ties shown above, as builders concluded that if a water 
closet must be provided, since a bath will take up but slightly 
more room and tend to enhance the renting value of an apart- 
ment, they might just as well provide this also. It is also 
the fact that in this borough it is impossible, except in certain 
locations, where the very ordinary tenement is in demand, to rent 
an apartment without a bath. The following table will give in 
detail the number of buildings in which bathing facilities have 
been provided during the period under consideration : 





Plans. 


Buildings. 


Per cent. 


Each apartment provided with private bath 

Only some apartments provided with private bath . . 
No private baths provided 


339 

120 

76 

535 


593 
23! 
102 
926 


64.04 
24.95 
II. 01 


Total 


100.00 







The foregoing figures show that out of a total of 926 build- 
ings erected, only 102 buildings or 11.01 per cent, had no private 
bath provided for any apartments. 

The outlook from apartments is an important factor in the 
construction of the new-law tenement. The following table will 
show in detail the relative number of street, yard and court apart- 
ments, also those running through from street to yard. By 
street apartments are meant apartments having one or more 
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No. 12.— COURT WITHOUT ADEQUATE EGRESS, UPON WHICH FIRE- 
ESCAPES OPEN. 
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rooms with windows opening on the street, the inner rooms 
having windows opening on inner or outer courts as the case may 
be. In many cases, however, street apartments have all win- 
dows opening on the street. By yard apartments are meant 
apartments having one or more rooms with windows opening on 
the yard, the inner rooms having windows opening on inner or 
outer courts as the case may be, or all windows may open 
on the yard. By court apartments ^ne meant apartments 
that have no rooms opening either on the street or yard, 
but that depend solely upon outer or inner courts for their 
light and ventilation. Apartments of this character, how- 
ever, are to be found only in the very ordinary class of tene- 
ments which are constructed in localities where apartments of 
two or three rooms are in demand, with five, six and sometimes 
seven such apartments on a floor. These rooms are, however, 
well lighted and ventilated by means of the courts, as the law 
clearly and decisively prescribes just what the minimum dimen- 
sions of such courts shall l>e. By through apartments are meant 
those that extend entirely through a building from front to rear, 
and have one or more rooms with windows opening both on the 
street and yard, the inner rooms with windows opening on inner 
or outer courts as the case mav be. 



Apartments. Per cent. 



Street apartments 12,088 47-07 

Yard apartments 9.375 36 . 50 

Court apartments .' 3»947 1 5 • 37 

Apartments running through from street to yard 272 1.06 

Total 25,682 100.00 

The foregoing table indicates that the general tendency in 
the construction of the new tenements is to provide apartments 
with rooms having windows opening directly either upon the 
street or yard, as 21,463 apartments, or 83.57 per cent, of all 
provided were of that character. A comparison of the style of 
court generally adopted in the construction of the new buildings 
may be of interest. First it should be explained that outer courts 
are those that extend either to the street or yard. The minimum 
width of such courts for a tenement house 60 feet in height as 
prescribed by law is 6 feet ; this width must be increased 6 inches 
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throughout the entire height of the court for every 12 feet of in- 
crease or fraction thereof in the height of the court walls, and 
should such a court exceed 65 feet in length and not extend from 
the street to the yard, it must be increased in width i foot for 
every additional 30 feet or fraction thereof in excess of 65 feet. 

Inner coufts are courts that do not extend either to the street 
or yard; the minimum dimensions of such courts when situated 
on the lot line as required by law for buildings 60 feet in height 
are 12 feet in width and 24 feet in its other horizontal dimension. 
When such courts are not situated on the lot line, but are en- 
closed on all four sides, then the least horizontal dimension of 
such courts is required to be 24 feet, but for every 12 feet of 
mcrease or fraction thereof in the height of the court walls, 
these dimensions must be increased 6 inches in width and 
T foot in the other horizontal dimension for courts situated on 
the lot line ; and for inner courts not situated on the lot line, but 
which are enclosed on all four sides, i foot of increase is re- 
quired for each horizontal dimension. The general tendency in 
this borough is toward the construction of 6-story tenements on 
lots varying from 25 feet to 100 feet in width and 90 to 105 
feet in depth, with the walls forming or enclosing the courts in 
such buildings generally exceeding 60 feet, but not reaching y2 
feet in height, so that the outer court mostly used is 6 feet 6 
inches in width varying from 50 to 65 feet in length. The inner 
court on the lot line is generally 12 feet 6 inches in width by 
25 feet in length and the inner court not situated on the lot 
line, but enclosed on all four sides is 25 feet in each horizontal 
dimension. 

The following table will show comparatively the styles of 
courts generally adopted: 

Plans. Buildings. Per cent. 

Outer courts 

Inner courts 

Outer and inner courts 

No courts 

Total 

The foregoing table indicates that the court generally 
adopted in this borough is the outer court, while only one-half 
of one per cent, were constructed with no courts at all. 
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No. 13.— OPPOSITE VIEW OF COURT UPON WHICH FIRE ESCAPES OPEN, 
SHOWN IN No. 12. 
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Before concluding, a few words regarding the future of tene- 
ment construction in this borough may be in order. We have 
witnessed during the period covered by this report a considerable 
decrease in the number of tenements erected as compared with 
the previous year, and it is safe to predict that during the year 
1907, the decrease will be even more marked as all indications 
seem to warrant such a statement. Just how long this inactivity 
in tenement construction in this borough will prevail is at present 
problematical. Probably the end of the year 1907 or the spring 
of 1908, will witness a resumption of activity in tenement con- 
struction. It is not to be expected, however, that the remarkable 
activity witnessed during the year 1905 will be repeated. In fact, 
a great number of builders, architects and many others inter- 
ested in the construction of tenements are of the opinion that the 
high water mark in the construction of buildings of that charac- 
ter was reached during that year in this borough. This view 
would seem to be well founded when we take into consideration 
the conditions that prevail. For instance, the gradual but sure 
encroachment of the business districts upon the residential sec- 
tions throughout the borough is an influence which is largely re- 
sponsible for the increase in the valuation of available building 
cites for tenement houses, so that large numbers of the popula- 
tion of Manhattan are unable to secure adequate accommoda- 
tions, or cannot, owing to limited circumstances secure desirable 
accommodations within their means in this borough. These, in 
consequence are seeking homes and housing facilities in the out- 
lying boroughs and suburbs, where the construction of residence 
buildings of all classes has been extremely active, and it is evi- 
dent that the increasing population in these sections will render 
continued production on a large scale necessary. 

Taking into consideration the rapid development of business 
interests, the extension and spread of the business sections, the 
erection of the many business buildings and hotels, the construc- 
tion of railway terminals and other proposed great projects, such 
as bridges, tunnels, etc., for the facilitating of transit between 
the various boroughs and the districts beyond in all directions, 
many of which are at present nearing completion, it would seem 
that the major portion of the Borough of Manhattan will even- 
tually be utilized and occupied solely for business and commer- 
cial purposes. As these projects begin and progress they en- 
croach upon the residential sections of the borough, forcing the 
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population therein to seek homes in other localities. Within the 
limits of the Borough of Manhattan such localities are very few, 
in fact, the only locality available is that to the northward of the 
island, above One Hundred and Tenth street, and west of Fifth 
avenue and the Harlem river. 

This section will undoubtedly be utilized as a residential por- 
tion of the Borough, although the character of a very large por- 
tion of the section is as yet undeveloped. It will be seen, there- 
fore, that in view of the foregoing conditions, the drift of the 
population will naturally be away from Manhattan, and into the 
outlying districts, hence the reason for the general activity in 
construction of multiple dwellings in the surrounding boroughs 
and the decrease in the construction of such buildings in this 
borough. 

Regarding the enforcement of the law and the method 
adopted by the Department to obtain the best results a few words 
may be of interest. During the period under consideration, 926 
new tenement houses have been constructed each of which has 
been built in accordance with the provisions of the Tenement 
House Law in every particular. As may be imagined this re- 
sult has not been accomplished without the utmost care and 
vigilance on the part of the Department officials and District In- 
spectors. During the year 535 plans for the erection of new 
tenements were filed in the Department, each of which when re- 
ceived from the Plan Clerk by the New Building Bureau had to 
be examined to ascertain if the proposed building or buildings 
were planned so as to conform to the requirements of law as 
applicable to each particular case. For this purpose a corps of 
plan examiners are kept constantly employed. The following 
table will show the number of plans, applications, amendments, 
etc. (for new buildings only) examined by themi during the year: 



New buildings, first examination 

New buildings, re-examination 

New buildings, amendments 

Building Bureau, plans reviewed 

Total 2,313 1,669 
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No. 14.— FIRE-ESCAPE BALCONY, SHOWING EGRESS OBSTRUCTED BY 

ROPE. 
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By the term " first examination " is meant the original or- ini- 
tial examination of a plan and application. The term " re-exami- 
nation " refers to plans not recommended for approval on the 
first examination, but re-examined after correction by the archi- 
tect or owner, as in many cases plans are objected to, corrected 
and re-examined many times before final approval. The term 
'* amendments '' refers to additions, amendments, substitutes, etc., 
to plans that have been approved at any time since the organi- 
zation of the Department provided the building covered by the 
plan has not been turned in as completed, superseded, or expired 
by limitation. The term " Building Bureau Plans reviewed " re- 
fers to amendments that have been made to plans filed for the 
erection of tenement houses, in the Building Bureau, to remove 
objections made by the officials of the said Bureau to meet 
structural requirements. Such amendments many times ma- 
terially affect the previous action of this Department on such 
plans. When such is the case the plans are referred by the 
Building Bureau officials to this Department, where they are ex- 
amined and returned to the Building Bureau as soon as possible, 
with the action of this Department attached. In the majority of 
such cases the method is that a similar amendment and the neces- 
sary plans must be filed in this Department as the proposed 
amendment affects matters appertaining to the requirements of 
the Tenement House Law. When the requirements of the Tene- 
ment House Law are not affected by the proposed amendment, a 
statement to that effect is forwarded with the plans to the Build- 
ing Bureau. By reference to the foregoing table it will be noted 
that out of a total of 535 plans examined only 69 plans, or 12.89 
per cent, of all filed, were drawn so as to conform to all require- 
ments of law and regulations of the Department applicTable to 
each, consequently were approved after the first examination, and 
466 plans, or 87.11 per cent, of all filed did not conform to law 
or regulations, consequently were disapproved after the first ex- 
amination, and became matters for re-examination after correc- 
tion, and which, as will be noted by reference to the table required 
re-examination 877 different times. 

During the year 2,485 amendments were filed, of which 1,679, 
or 65.57 per cent, were approved, and 806, or 32.43 per cent, 
were disapproved; 85 plans were submitted by the Building 
Bureau, of which 52, or 61. t8 per cent, were approved, and 33, 
or 38.82 per cent, were disapproved. Reviewing the table re- 
garding the examination of New Building Plans as a whole it 
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will be found that during the year 3,982 actions of all kinds 
were taken "of which 2,313 actions, or 58.09 per cent, were ap- 
provals and 1,669 actions, or 41.91 per cent, were disapprovals. 
The foregoing statement does not by any means represent the 
entire work of the plan examiners as the alteration work has not 
as yet been mentioned. 

When a plan is found to conform in every respect to the re- 
quirements of the Tenement House Law, it is stamped with the 
approval of the Department, a duplicate copy of the plan is for- 
warded to the Bureau of Buildings for examination as to the re- 
quirements of the Building Code, and a copy of the approved 
specifications is handed to the District Inspector of this Depart- 
ment. It is his duty to at once take note of the operation, report 
when the work of construction has begun, and inspect the build- 
ing at regular intervals until its completion. He is required to 
report at once any deviation from the approved plans and specifi- 
cations or violations of law that may come to his attention. 

That the inspectors have been careful and vigilant regarding 
violations of law is demonstrated in the following table, showing 
the number of violations filed on new buildings in course of 
erection during the year 1906. 

New building violations filed 2,562 

New building violations dismissed i>879 

New building vioaitions cancelled 116 

For the purpose of comparison the following table showing 
the number of New Building violations filed in the Department 
each year since its organization is herewith submitted. 

Number of 
Year. Violations. 

1902 268 

1903 633 

1904 1^047 

1905 831 

1906 2,562 

Total 5»34i 
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No. 15.— FIRE-ESCAPE BALCONY, WITH EGRESS OBSTRUCTED, AND 
WOODEN FLOOR. 
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It will be seen, therefore, that of the total number of viola- 
tions filed against new buildings erected, 2,562 violations, or 
47.97 per cent, were filed during the year 1906. This increase 
in the number of violations as compared with the number of 
new tenements erected would appear to indicate that the builders 
of tenements were giving less attention than usual to the require- 
ments of law. This, however, is not a fact as we find that the 
great majority of builders, owners and architects and others in- 
terested in the erection of tenements are well aware of the legal 
requirements, and are always ready to assist the Department to 
obtain the best results. The reason for the increase in the num- 
ber of violations is, the unusual activity in the erection of tene- 
ments during the latter part of 1905 and the early part of 1906, 
also that inspections of new buildings during 1906 were consider- 
ably more frequent than usual owing to the fact that the inspec- 
tors in the New Building Bureau were relieved of all work re- 
garding alterations, consequently their entire time was given up 
to New Building operations. 

During the period under consideration the average number of 
inspectors doing duty in the New Building Bureau was sixteen, 
and the number of inspections of new buildings made was 52,524 
an increase in this class of inspection over the year 1905, of 
11,906. In addition to the inspections made on new buildings 
the inspectors in this Bureau made 12,514 inspections on altera- 
tions in the course of the year. These inspections were made on 
alteration plans and applications, the work on which had begun, 
was in progress prior to the transfer of this class of work to the 
Old Building Bureau, and was completed under the jurisdiction 
of the New Building Bureau. The total number of inspections, 
therefore, made by the inspectors in this Bureau was 65,038, a 
monthly average of 5,420 inspections, and a weekly average for 
each inspector of seventy-nine inspections. These include all 
classes of inspections such as soil examinations, progress reports, 
special reports, examinations upon requests for certificates, in- 
spections and re-inspections on violations, fire escapes, plumbing, 
light and ventilation, etc. 

Alterations to Now Existing Tenements. 
In addition to the inspection and general supervision of the 
new buildings erected and examination of plans for the erection 
of all new tenement houses the New Building Bureau has charge 
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of the examination of all plans filed for the alteration of now 
existing tenements. The extent to which existing tenement 
houses have been altered during the year 1906 is shown in the 
following table : 



Estimated 
Plans. Houses. cost. 



Filed 2,785 3,460 $5,532,347 

Withdrawn, abandoned or superseded 14 15 4I1485 

In force 2,771 3.445 5,490,862 



This table shows that during the period under consideration, 
2,771 plans were filed for the alteration of 3,445 houses at an 
estimated cost of $5,490,862, an average cost for each building 
altered of almost $1,594. The alteration of these houses con- 
sisted mainly of making the buildings conform to the require- 
ments of the Tenement House Act, and while quite a number of 
the alterations for which plans were filed were voluntarily done, 
the greater number was done upon orders issued by the Depart- 
ment, as probably 80 per cent, of the work was undertaken only 
after orders had been issued, stipulating just what would be re- 
quired to make the building conform to law. 

Houses were altered in every conceivable manner, and every 
section of the Tenement House Law applicable to such buildings 
has been appHed at one time or other during the year. The 
alterations, however, mainly consisted of the following: Re- 
moval of school sinks from yards and cellars and replacing same 
with modern water closets, providing new and additional water 
closet accommodations, providing windows 3 feet by 5 feet in 
partitions of interior dark rooms, providing proper and ade- 
quate fire escapes and means of egress in case of fire, removal 
of old, enclosed and covered light and vent shafts, reconstruc- 
tion, re-arrangement and fireproofing of bakeries, removal of un- 
lawful living rooms in cellars, providing skylights over stair- 
wells, providing new and additional sinks and wash tubs, con- 
creting and making watertight the floors of basements and cel- 
lars, and the plastering of their ceilings, providing adequate and 
sufficient means of water supply, such as tanks, pumps, etc., pro- 
viding proper means of access to the bottom of existing light and 
vent shafts for cleaning purposes. One of the most important 
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changes, however, required by the Tenement House Act, is the 
removal of school sinks, and it is interesting to note the extent to 
which this requirement has been complied with. Out of a total 
of 2,771 plans filed during the period considered, 1,023 plans, or 
36.91 per cent, were filed for the removal of school sinks in 
1,412 houses, at an estimated cost of $2,587,376, or an average 
cost for each building of $1,832. 

Regarding the examination of the plans, applications, amend- 
ments, etc., for the alteration of now existing tenement houses, 
the following table may be of interest : 

Dis- 
Approved. approved. 

Alteration, first examination 844 1.927 

Alteration, re-examination iiS37 1,065 

Alteration amendments 1.450 1,115 

Alteration, Building Bureau 25 33 

Total 3,856 4,140 

The terms used in the foregoing table and the general method 
of procedure is the same as used and explained previously in 
this report, relative to new buildings. Connecting the above 
with previous tables it appears that the total number of plans 
examined, including new buildings and alterations and all actions 
by the plan examiners, relative thereto, was 11,978. 

The number of alteration violations reported during the year 
was as follows : 

Alteration violations filed 2,864 

Alteration violations dismissed 1,910 

Alteration violations cancelled 128 

During the year, 12,514 inspections of tenement houses in 
course of alteration under plans approved by the Department 
were made by the inspectors in the New Building Bureau. 
These inspections do not by any means include all inspections 
made by the Department in tenements altered, as this class of 
work was transferred to the Old Building Bureau early in the 
year ; consequently, for the total number of inspections made on 
alterations to existing tenements for the period under considera- 
tion it will be necessary to add the foregoing number to those 
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included in the report of the Old Building Bureau on this class 
of work. The inspections referred to above were made on 
plans and applications for the alteration of tenement houses, the 
work on which had begun and was in progress, prior to the 
time the New Building Bureau was relieved of this class of work 
and was completed under the jurisdiction of this Bureau. 
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GENERAL REVIEW OF THE WORK OF THE NEW 

BUILDING BUREAU, BOROUGH OF THE 

BRONX, FOR THE YEAR 1906. 

The year 1906 opened with a slight continuation of the re- 
markable building activity that distinguished the year previous, 
1905. During the latter year applications and plans were filed 
for 742 new tenement houses, containing total accommodations 
for 14,954 families; a number greater than that projected in 
the three previous years combined. It was therefore evident 
that the high-water mark for the construction of new tenement 
houses as a safe and paying investment had been reached. For 
since the buildings thus projected provided ample accommoda- 
tions to satisfy any demand that might be made upon them as 
a result of the unusual increase in the drift of population which 
followed upon the successful operation of the new rapid transit 
lines, the future demand for this class of house would conse- 
quently be greatly diminished. For this reason it was readily 
appreciated by the great majority of builders that to continue 
construction to the same large extent as in the past year would 
be merely to invite loss. , 

This apprehension was soon reflected in the number of opera- 
tions planned. The number of new buildings for which plans 
were filed in the first half of the new year was, for instance, less 
than the number for which plans were filed in the same period 
of the year just ended. During the first half of the year 1905 
plans for 415 new buildings, estimated to cost $16,411,000 were 
filed, whereas, during the first half of the year 1906 plans were 
filed for but 294 new buildings, estimated to cost $10,193,100. 
As a result of this falling off in building activity the fear of over- 
production was much lessened. Later it was removed entirely 
by the financial situation. Commencing in the spring and con- 
tinuing to the end of the year, there ensued a period during 
which owners of completed tenement houses experienced great 
difficulty in obtaining the permanent money loans required. This 
fact served materially to check the further erection of new build- 
ings. For example, in the last half of the year 1906 plans for 
but 181 buildings, estimated to cost 5,523,200 dollars were filed, 
a very substantial reduction from the number and the cost of 
those filed in the first half of the vear. 
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The checking of new operations was not altogether unde- 
sirable, for it resulted to the benetit of the completed buildings, 
permitting them to become more fully occupied and more satis- 
factory as an investment. It had, moreover, this additional ad- 
vantage, that the great majority of those engaged in the erection 
of tenement houses who were forced by the slackening in the 
demand for new buildings to suspend their operations were those 
who, being least skilled in this business, erected the least satis- 
factory class of house. The plans filed during the year 1906 
were filed for the most part by men who had a wide experience 
and real knowledge of construction, while those who had come 
from other lines of business, without any knowledge of construc- 
tion or experience in building, attracted only by the unusual op- 
portunities for profit, were left free to resume their former occu- 
pations. 

The following comparative statement of plans filed and acted 
upon each year since the organization of the Department gives 
a comprehensive idea of the new building operations: 

1902. 1903. 1904. 1905. 1906. 

Plans 42 64 291 383 280 

Buildings tz 105 522 742 475 

Apartments 749 1,130 7,5^0 14.954 9,001 

Estimated cost $1,769,000 $2,405,000 $15,296,700 $28,934,400 $15,716,300 

Total 

Plans 1,060 

Buildings 1,916 

Apartments 33^354 

Estimated cost $64,121,400 

This statement shows that during the year 1906 the number 
of plans filed, exclusive of those withdrawn or cancelled, was 
280. These plans provided for 475 buildings, having total ac- 
commodations for 9,001 fam.ilies. The total estimated cost of 
these buildings was $15,716,300 and the average estimated cost 
of each was approximately $33,000. The year 1906, further- 
more, was the only year in which the number of buildings planned 
did not exceed the number in the year immediately preceding. 
In the years 1903, 1904 and 1905 the number of buildings for 
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which plans were filed was, respectively, 46 per cent., 397 per 
cent, and 42 per cent, greater than the number planned in the 
previous years of 1902, 1903 and 1904; whereas in 1906, the 
number of such buildings was 36 per cent, less than in 1905. 

This statement further indicates that in the last five years, the 
period during which the Department has been in existence, 1,060 
plans, exclusive of those withdrawn or cancelled, have been 
filed; that these plans have provided for 1,916 new tenement 
houses, having total accommodations for 33,354 families; and 
that the total estimated cost of these houses has been $64,121,400. 
From these figures it is apparent that the Tenement House De- 
partment was organized none too soon for The Bronx. The 
new law came into operation just in time to work a great boon 
to the families, more than 30,000 in number, for whom new 
housing accommodations have been provided since January, 1902. 
Instead of being constructed in accordance with the lax require- 
ments of the old law these accommodations have been arranged 
to comply with the more stringent requirements of the new Tene- 
ment House Act, a fact which has resulted in incalculable benefit 
to their many thousands of inhabitants, as it has provided for 
them more light and air and safer and more sanitary living quar- 
ters in every respect than they could otherwise have looked for. 

The next table, which gives the location with respect to the 
fire limits of the new tenement houses planned in 1906, and 
which states as to those situated without the fire-limits the ma- 
terial of which their walls are to be constructed, is also valu- 
able as indicating the necessity for an early, if not immediate, 
change in the lines which now describe the fire limits to keep 
pace with the growth of the borough. 

Location of Buildings 

Inside of fire limits 190 

Outside of fire Hmits (brick, 229), (frame, 56) 285 

Of the 475 buildings, therefore, 190, or 40 per cent, are situ- 
ated inside the fire limits, and the remaining 285, or 60 per cent., 
are outside the fire limits. 

Within the past few years, the rapid improvement and en- 
largement of the transportation facilities has led to the opening 
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and grading of many new streets outside the fire limits and adja- 
cent to them. A wide territory has thus been opened to the 
builders. The erection of small frame tenement houses here and 
there in this territory has quickly given way to the erection of 
tenement houses of larger size and better construction, until at 
present, as the foregoing table shows, the greater number of new 
tenements are situated outside the fire limits, and but very few 
of these are not of brick construction. In fact, of the 285 build- 
ings outside the fire limits but 56 buildings, or 19.64 per 
cent, are of wood. In 1905 the proportion of wooden to brick 
tenements erected outside the fire limits was about the same. 
Out of a total of 227 tenements so erected, 46, or 20.27 per cent, 
were of wood, while 181, or 79.73 per cent, were of brick. 

The map presented with this report which indicates the lines 
of the fire limits and the location and nature of the buildings 
planned in 1906, showiilg whether they are of brick or wooden 
, construction, bears out the statement above made that a change 
in the fire limits is urgently demanded by the growth of The 
Bronx. In that section of the borough which lies east of the 
fire limits, being bounded by them on the west and south and 
extending to One Hundred and Seventy-seventh street on the 
nprth and to the Bronx river and the line of the New York, 
New Haven and Hartford Railroad on the east, 106 buildings 
were planned. Of these, loi were brick and but 5 were 
wood. The reason for this is clear. The value of land in this 
locality renders it necessary to erect buildings over three stories 
in height in order to make the investment profitable, and as no 
new frame tenement house can exceed three stories in height, 
the construction of frame houses here has necessarily declined. 
Indeed, of these, 106 houses, about 80 per cent, are five stories 
or more in height. Similar conditions prevail in the district to 
the west of the fire limits, which is bounded on the west by the 
Harlem river, on the north by One Hundred and Seventy-seventh 
street and on the south and east by the fire limits. In this sec- 
tion, out of 52 buildings planned in 1906, 43 were brick and 
only 9 were frame. For these reasons, since the erection of 
frame houses in these two districts has been rendered economi- 
cally unwise for builders by the enhancement in the value of the 
land in recent years, and since these districts are now practically 
the same in character as the sections already protected by the fire 
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limits, it would seem desirable to extend the fire limits so as to 
include approximately all that section of the borough lying south 
of One Hundred and Seventy-seventh street and extending from 
the Harlem river on the west to the Bronx river and the line 
of the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad on the 
east. Probably an extension of the fire limits on the north so 
as to reach as far as the elevated railroad now goes, making Ford- 
ham Road and Pelham avenue the northern boundary, would also 
be well justified. More than 80 per cent, of the buildings planned 
for this territory, too, are of brick, and in the future this percent- 
age will continue to increase, for the construction of frame tene- 
ments will unquestionably fall off as the land becomes more 
valuable. The present fire limits, it may be noted, have re- 
mained unchanged in spite of the tremendous growth of The 
Bronx, since their adoption in 1899. 

The preceding tables have dealt with the number of houses 
for which plans were filed in 1906. Before an analysis of the 
different types of houses included among these is given, how- 
ever, a few words may be said as to the number of new build- 
ings actually constructed during the year. As the law stands, it 
must be remembered, a permit for the erection of a new tenement 
issued by the Department after the plans and application have 
been approved ceases to be valid after one year from the date of 
approval unless work has been started above the foundation walls. 
In that case the permit remains in force until the completion of 
the structure. The following table is given as indicating the num- 
ber of buildings actually commenced or completed during 1905 
and 1906 and the year in which the plans for these buildings 
were filed. 



1905. 1906. 

Commenced. Commenced. 

Year of lUiild- Year of Build- 

plan, ings. plan. ingf 



1904 74 1904 1 

1905 541 1905 82 

Total 615 1906 3" 

Total 394 
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Year of ^ , , , Baild- Year of ^ - ^ , Build- 

plan. Completed. jngg. plan. Completed. ings. 



1902 4 1903 I 

1903 9 1904 66 

1904 312 1905 448 

1905 95 1906 57 

Total 420 Total 572 



It appears, therefore, that 615 buildings were actually started 
and 420 were actually finished in the year 1905, certificates 
of completion being issued for them. The plans for 74 of those 
started were filed during 1904, while the plans for the remaining 
541 were filed in the year 1905 itself. Of the plans under which 
the 420 buildings completed in this year were erected, on the 
other hand, only 95 were filed in 1905, 312 having been filed in 
1904, 9 in 1903 and 4 in 1902 In the following year, 394 
buildings were begun and 572 completed. Plans for 311 of those 
started were filed in the year 1906 itself, while 82 were filed in 
1905 and only i in 1904. Plans for 448 of the buildings com- 
pleted, however, were filed in 1905, while 57 were 
filed in 1906, 66 in 1904 and i in 1903. It has already 
been mentioned that the buildings for which plans were 
filed in 1905 greatly outnumbered those filed in 1906, 
742 having been planned in the former year and only 475 in 
the latter, a difference of 267. It now appears, however, that 
when the number of buildings completed is considered, 1906 
shows 152 more than 1905. It appears, furthermore, that the 
buildings erected in 1906 were mostly those for which plans had 
been approved in 1905. ]\Iore buildings were planned and 
started in 1905, but more were completed in 1906. The num- 
ber of buildings commenced in 1906 was 221 less than in 1905. 
Of the 475 buildings for which permits were issued in 1906, 311 
had been started before the end of the year, leaving a balance 
of 164. 

The first subject to consider in resuming the discussion of 
the class of houses planned during the year under review is that 
of the number of houses situated on corner and on interior lots 
and their respective costs. 
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In the following table and in all succeeding ones a compara- 
tive statement of the years 1905 and 1906 will be given: 

Number of Buildings Situated on Corner and Interior Lots for 
which Plans were Filed and Estimated Cost of Same, 







1905. 




1906. 






Build- 
ings. 


Per 
cent. 


Estimated^ ' Build- 
cost, ings. 


Per 
cent. 


Estimated^ 
cost. 


Corner lots 

Interior lots 


106 

636 

. . . .742 


14.28 
85-72 
100.00 


$5,524,500 83 
23.409.900 392 


17.47 
82.53 
100.00 


$4,208,500 
11.507,800 


Total .. 


$28,934,400 475 


$15,716,300 






1905 


and 1906. 












Buildings. 


Per cent. 


Estimated 
cost. 


Corner lots . . . . - 






180 


15.53 

84.47 

100.00 


$9,733,000 
34.917.700 


Interior lots . . . . 






I 028 










Total . . 




$44,650,700 











It will be seen from the above that of the 83 buildings situ- 
ated on corner lots in 1906, the estimated cost of each was 
$50,705, while the estimated average cost of those situated on 
interior lots was $29,356. The estimated cost of each corner 
building in 1906 was consequently $1,413 less than in 1905, and 
the estimated cost of each interior building in 1906 was $7,452 
less than in the previous year. This reduction in the cost of the 
structures was evidently due to the smaller size of the buildings 
planned in 1906. 

The width of the lots on which new tenement houses are 
erected is another important matter in the question of tenement 
construction. The idea that tenement houses could not be erect- 
ed to comply with the law on lots 25 feet or less in width was 
so firmly rooted in the minds of many architects and builders 
at the time of the passage of the present Tenement House Act 
that the question whether this is possible or not is often asked 
even now. The next table, which gives the lot units of the 
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houses planned, will show that lots of every width, from 15 to 
JOG feet, are being utilized for the erection of tenement houses. 

1905. 1906. Total. 

Per Per Per 

Buildings, cent. Buildings, cent. Buildings, cent. 

Lots under 2$ i: 30 4.06 114 24.00 144 ii.44 

Lots of 25 ft 58 7.84 71 14.95 129 10.79 

Lots under 375^ ft 65 ^-77 38 8.00 103 8.46 

Lots of 37J^ ft 134 18.08 61 12.82 195 16. II 

Lots under 40 ft 63 8.49 19 3.99 82 6.74 

Lets under 44 ft 142 19.19 60 12.60 202 16.68 

Lots 44 ft- to 46 ft 32 4.19 3 .63 35. 2.87 

Lots under 50 ft 38 5.14 n 2.42 49 4.02 

Lots of 50 ft 131 17.66 70 14.70 201 16.50 

Lots of 65 ft. and under. .. . 29 3.90 17 3.58 46 3.89 

Lots of 75 ft. and under.... 6 .80 2 .42 8 .65 

Lots of 90 ft. and under.... 4 .54 3 .63 7 .56 

Lots of 100 ft. and under... 4 .54 3 .63 7 .56 

Lots of 100 ft. and over.... 6 .80 3 .63 9 .73 

Total 742 100.00 475 100.00 i»2i7 100.00 

Briefly stated, the salient facts here brought out are that of 
the 475 buildings planned during the year, 185, or 38.95 per cent, 
were for lots 25 feet or less in width ; 99, or 20.82 per cent, for 
lots 37^ feet or less; 163, or 34.34 per cent, for lots 50 feet or 
less, and 28, or 5.89 per cent, for lots over 50 feet. 

The individual lot units principally employed were those ex- 
actly 25, 373^ and 50 feet wide. Before the enactment of the 
present law, new tenement houses, with the exception of those 
more than six stories in height or those containing a passenger 
elevator, were almost invariably erected upon lots only 25 feet 
in width. • Since. the passage of this law, however, it has been 
found that in the case of buildings over four stories in height, a 
better distribution of the necessary unoccupied space, consisting 
of the yard, courts and vent shafts, may be made when the lot 
exceeds 25 feet in width. For, although new tenement houses 
five and six stories high, containing accommodations for three 
and even four families on a floor, and conforming to all the pro- 
visions of the law, have been erected on lots 25 feet wide, they 
are apparently not desirable as an investment. Consequently, 
lots of this width, excepting those situated on corners, are almost 
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entirely used for the erection of houses four stories or less in 
height, containing accommodations for but one or two famiHes 
on each floor. These houses are very desirable both to the 
builder and to' those who occupy them. They are desirable from 
the standpoint of the builder because, being small houses, not re- 
quiring a large outlay of money for their purchase, they have 
proved to be a popular form of investment for persons of moder- 
ate means, and therefore find a ready market; they are desirable 
from the standpoint of their occupants because they afford more 
privacy, contain larger rooms and are usually better lighted and 
ventilated than those of larger size. It was probably for these 
reasons that 185 buildings, or almost 39 per cent, of the 475 
houses planned during 1906 were 25 feet or less in width and 
that of these 185 only 9 exceeded four stories in height. 

In 1905, but 11.90 per cent, of the total number of buildings 
planned were of this width. This was very likely due to the 
more pressing demand for living accommodations which then 
prevailed and which rendered it easier to dispose of larger 
buildings. 

The next subject to be considered in connection with the 
question of tenement construction is the height of buildings by 
stories. During the year 1906, and indeed during the entire 
period which measures the existence of the present law, not one 
tenement house exceeding six stories and cellar in height has 
been erected in The Bronx. This is without doubt due to that 
provision of the law which requires such buildings to be con- 
structed of fireproof materials throughout, since the value of land 
available for building purposes in the borough has not yet 
mounted high enough to justify the erection of these taller and 
more costly structures. 

Heights of Buildings by Stories for Which Plans Were Filed. 



1905. 



Per 
Buildings, cent. 



1906. 



Per 
Buildings, cent. 



Total. 



Per 
Buildings, cent. 



Two stories 7 .94 5 1.05 12 .99 

Three stories 79 10.65 122 25.69 201 16.52 

Four stories 46 6.20 40 8.42 86 7.06 

Five stories 404 54-45 148 31-16 552 45-36 

Six stories 206 27.76 160 33-68 366 30.07 

Total 742 100.00 475 100.00 1,217 100.00 
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This table indicates that the number of buildings four stories 
or less in height has increased from 17.79 per cent, of the total 
number planned in 1905 to 35.16 per cent, in 1906; that those 
five stories in height, on the other hand, have decreased from 
54.45 per cent, of the total number planned in 1905 to 31.16 per 
cent, in 1906 ; and that those six stories in height have increased 
from 27.76 per cent, of the total number planned in 1905 to 33.68 
per cent, in 1906. In regard to the increase in the number of 
buildings four stories or less in height, the buildings already 
commented upon in connection with the table dealing with lot 
units, it may be noted that this increase approximates more or 
less closely to the increase in the number of buildings erected on 
lots 25 feet or less in width ; the number of houses four stories 
or less in height having increased from 17.79 per cent, of the 
entire number planned in 1905 to 35.16 per cent, in 1906, while 
the number of houses on lots 25 feet or less in width increased 
from 11.90 per cent, of the entire number planned in 1905 to 
38.95 per cent, in 1906. 

As to the five-story buildings, the reduction in the total num- 
ber of houses planned during 1906 is due principally to the great 
falling off in the number of buildings projected of this class. 
In 1905, 404 buildings, or 54.45 per cent, of the whole number 
planned were of this height, whereas in 1906 these buildings 
numbered only 148, a decrease of 256 buildings, within 1 1 build- 
ings of the total decrease of 267. 

Finally, in regard to the buildings six stories in height it 
appears that the statement made in the report iof the year 1905 
to the effect that these buildings would shortly become the usual 
type of tenement house erected within the fire limits, and in the 
lower part of the borough, outside the fire limits, has been 
clearly verified. As the foregoing table indicates, there were a 
greater number of these buildings planned than those of any 
other height. The actual number of these buildings in 1905 was 
greater than in 1906, but the proportion of the total number 
planned in 1905 was 5.92 per cent, less than in 1906. The con- 
stant increase in the relative number of these buildings from the 
year 1903 to the present time is due principally to the enhance- 
ment in the value of land adjacent to the stations of the elevated 
railroad and subway rapid transit lines in the lower part of the 
Borough. In these neighborhoods there is a continual call for 
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apartments of moderate, rental. The result is that if a proper 
return for the capital invested in the land is to be secured, the 
houses erected in these sections must be greater in size and ac- 
commodate more families in order to bring a larger income. 

The next subject to be reviewed is the number of apartments 
or separate accommodations for families, provided on each floor. 
There is no legal limitation upon the number of families that 
may occupy any floor of a tenement house. In fact, the only 
prohibition contained in the law is that no room shall contain 
less than 70 square feet of floor area, and that no apartment 
shall be without at least one room containing 120 square feet 
of floor area. The stairhalls and stairways, however, must be 
increased in width or in number as the number of apartments 
above the entrance story increases beyond a certain point. From 
this freedom there has been evolved an almost unlimited number 
of arrangements, so that as many as four apartments have been 
provided on each floor of a house 25 feet wide and as many as 
eight on each floor of a house 50 feet wide. The occupation of 
these buildings by so many families on a floor, however, is by 
no means desirable, for they are so planned as to comply with 
the bare letter of the law, providing only such accommodations 
as are legally indispensable, and necessitating unabating vigilance 
to secure their maintenance in conformity with the requirements 
of the statutes. 

Number of Families on Each Floor in Buildings for Which Plans 

Were Filed. 



1906. 



Total. 



Buildi 


Per^ 
ngs. cent. 


Buildings, cent. 


Per' 
Buildings, cent. 


84 


11.32 


119 25.05 


203 16.68 


50 


6.74 


41 8.63 


91 7.48 


76 


10.24 


21 4.42 


97 7.98 


343 


46.22 


98 20 . 63 


441 36.24 


100 


13.48 


no 23.16 


210 17.26 


75 


10. II 


59 12.42 


134 11.02 


14 


1.89 


27 S.69 


41 3.34 


742 


100.00 


475 100.00 


1,217 100.00 



One family . . . 
Two families . 
Three families 
Four families . 
Five families . . 
Six families . . 
More than six. 
Total 
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From the above table it appears that the number of buildings 
having but one apartment on a floor has increased from 11.32 
per cent, of the total number planned in 1905 to 25.05 per cent, 
in 1906; those having two apartments on a floor have increased 
from 6.74 per cent, in 1905 to 8.63 per cent, in 1906; those hav- 
ing three families on a floor have decreased from 10.24 per cent, 
in 1905 to 4.42 per cent, in 1906; those having four famiHes on 
a floor have decreased from 46.22 per cent, in 1905 to 20.63 P^^ 
cent, in 1906; those having five families on a floor have in- 
creased from 13.48 per cent, in 1905 to 23.16 per cent, in 1906; 
those having six families on a floor have increased from 10. 11 
per cent, in 1905 to 12.42 per cent, in 1906; and those having 
more than six families on a floor have increased from 1.89 per 
cent, in 1905 to 5.69 per cent, in 1906. 

The prediction ventured in the report for 1905 that the com- 
mg year of 1906 would witness a substantial increase in the num- 
ber of buildings planned three stories in height, accommodating 
but one family on a floor, is proved by these figures to have 
been amply justified by the event. This type of house, it is 
interesting to note, is invariably erected outside the fire limits. 
A still further increase in the number of these buildings erected, 
particularly of those provided with an outer court, would be of 
far greater benefit to the community than an increase in the num- 
ber of small tenements having five or six families on each floor. 

The marked decrease in the number of new buildings having 
accommodations for four families on a floor is to be attributed 
to the fact that such buildings were usually five stories in height. 
These five-story buildings, having been the most popular form 
of tenement erected during the period of building activity in 
1905, suffered the greatest decline in number when this activity 
abated. 

On the other hand, the increase in the number of buildings 
having more than four families on a floor is due principally to 
the necessity of providing apartments at a rental below the aver- 
age, but in part also to the congestion which is beginning to 
make itself felt within certain limits. 

The subject of the outlook pf apartments, an important cir- 
cumstance in determining the character and fitness for habita- 
tion of tenement houses, is the next matter that calls for con- 
sideration. Every room in a new tenement house must have a 
window opening' upon the street or upon a yard or a court. 
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The term " street apartments," as used in the following 
table, includes apartments having one or more rooms opening 
upon the street, and having no room opening upon a yard; the 
term " yard apartments " includes those having one or more 
rooms opening upon a yard, and having no room opening upon a 
street ; the term " court apartments " embraces those having a 
room opening upon a court, and having no rooms opening upon 
a street or a yard ; and the term " running through apartments " 
denotes those which extend from the street to the yard and have 
rooms opening upon each. 

Outlook of Apartments in Buildings for Which Plans Were Filed. 

1905. 1906. Total. 

Apts. Per cent. Apts. Per cent. Apts. Per cent. 

Street apartments 7i47i 49*97 4*042 44.91 11.S13 48.06 

Yard apartments 5i888 39-37 Z*oio 33-44 8,898 37-14 

Court apartments 1,144 7-65 1,508 16.75 2,652 11.07 

Running through (street to 
yard) 451 3.01 441 4-9© 892 3.73 

Total 14.954 100.00 9,001 100.00 23,955 100.00 

It is seen that the street apartments have decreased from 
49.97 per cent, of the whole number planned in 1905 to 44.91 
per cent, in 1906; the yard apartments have decreased from 39.37 
per cent, in 1905, to 33.44 per cent, in 1906; the court apart- 
ments have increased from 7.65 per cent, in 1905 to 16.75 P^^ 
cent, in 1906, and the through apartments have increased from 
3.01 per cent, in 1905 to 4.90 per cent, in 1906. 

The reduction in the relative number of street and yard 
apartments in 1906 is simply another result of the change in the 
size of the buildings, the buildings planned in 1906 being, on 
the average, smaller in size than those of 1905. The large in- 
crease in the number of court apartments deserves more notice. 
Although the total number of apartments provided in 1905 was 
5,953 in excess of those provided in 1906, the number of court 
apartments provided in the latter year was 364 in excess of those 
provided in 1905. The cause for this increase in the number of 
court apartments is found in the number of plans filed for build- 
ings five and six stories in height, accommodating six families 
on a floor. In these houses two court apartments are usually 
provided on each floor. 
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Tlie'ordinary plan followed in arranging court apartments is 
to place all the rooms on the same side of one court, without 
any outlook upon the street or the yard. This plan is very un- 
satisfactory, since by practically precluding all possibility of ob- 
taining a cross current of air, it results in a system of ventila- 
tion much below the desired standard. 

The reason for the increase in the proportion of apartments 
running through from street to yard is the large proportionate 
number of buildings planned four stories or less in height. The 
construction of these buildings should receive every encourage- 
ment, because having rooms with windows opening upon the 
street, the yard and courts, they provide a thoroughly satisfac- 
tory means of ventilation. 

The last matter in relation to tenement construction that re- 
quires notice is the subject of the bath accommodations pro- 
vided. Before the enactment of the present law, the majority 
of the new tenement houses were provided with no bathing faciU- 
ties whatever. As is indicated in the following table, the omis- 
sion of these facilities now, however, is exceptional. Indeed 
they have come to be recognized as a necessity. 

Bath Accommodations in Buildings for Which Plans Were Filed, 

1905. 1906. Total. 



Per Per Per 

Buildings, cent. Buildings, cent. Buildings, cent. 



Private baths 649 87.47 356 74-95 1.005 82.58 

Only some apartments with 

private baths 78 10.51 64 13 -47 142 11.67 

No private baths 15 2.02 55 11.58 70 5.75 



Total 742 100.00 475 



It is here shown that of the 475 buildings planned in 1906, 
356, or 74.9s per cent, have bath accommodations in each apart- 
ment, 64, or 13.47 per cent, have such accommodations provided 
in some apartments, but not in all; and 55, or 11.58 per cent, are 
entirely without them. The increase in the number of buildings 
having no bath accommodations is due to the increase in the 
number of houses erected for certain elements of the foreign- 
born population. These buildings, generally five and six stories 
in height and arranged for the use of five and six families on 
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each floor, are constructed in the most economical manner for 
the purpose of reducing the rental for apartments to the lowest 
possible figure. 

In regard to the prospects for the year 1907, it may reason- 
ably be anticipated that there will ensue a still further decrease 
both in the number and in the extent of new operations, the 
tendency at present being toward the erection of tenement houses 
less than five stories in height. This slackening of tenement 
building activity, howe'ver, will probably be of comparatively 
short duration. For while there has been a falling off in the 
number of new tenements planned in 1906, the public records of 
the borough show a large increase in the number of other build- 
ings erected which are designed for use as factories, workshops, 
stores and offices. The increase in the number of these build- 
ings, which has continued for several years past, cannot fail to 
result ultimately in an increase in the number of tenement houses. 
Asv the tenements now erected become filled with occupants 
there will arise a demand for new tenements to house those who 
are employed in these factories and workshops, stores and offices 
and also to house those who are forced by the gradual encroach- 
ment of the business districts upon the residential sections in 
Manhattan to seek domiciles outside that borough. As a result 
of the operation of these causes another period of building ac- 
tivity may be looked for like that of the year 1905. 

A brief analysis of the means employed by the Department 
to secure the successful operation and enforcement of the law 
in the erection of new tenement houses during the period in- 
cluded in this report, may lead to a more thorough and intelli- 
gent understanding of the subject of tenement house construc- 
tion. 

Each new building application and plan submitted to the De- 
partment is carefully examined by the plan examiners. The 
action of the examiners is always reveiwed by a chief inspector, 
and no permit for the erection of a new building is issued until 
the application and plans conform to all the provisions of the 
Tenement House Act. The right of appeal to the commissioner 
from any action taken in regard to the plans, which always 
exists, results in a uniform system of rulings on disputed points 
for all the boroughs. 
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The borough is divided into several inspection districts, one 
inspector being assigned to each district. It is the duty of each 
inspector regularly to inspect the new tenement houses ih his 
charge from the commencement to the completion of the 
structure, and to report all deviations from the approved appli- 
cation and planSj and all other violations of the law that may 
exist. The boundaries of the districts are not permanently fixed, 
but are changed from time to time so that an equal share of work 
will devolve upon each inspector. It has been the endeavor of 
the department to keep the district so arranged that no inspector 
may have more than fifty new operations under construction 
within his territory at any one time, thus permitting a thorough 
inspection of each building every week. 

The following statement gives the number of violations filed 
against new tenement houses under construction since the organi- 
zation of the department : 

Number of 
Year. Violations. 

1902 39 

1903 IP9 

1904 424 

1905 858 

1906 1,506 

Total 2,936 



Of the total number of violations filed, therefore, 1,506 viola- 
tions, or 51.29 per cent, were filed in the year 1906. This in- 
crease in the number of violations filed, greater than the propor- 
tionate increase in the number of houses under construction, was 
due to the greater frequency in the inspections of new buildings 
which was rendered possible by the transfer of all work relating 
to the inspections of alterations to the Old Building Bureau, thus 
leaving the new building inspectors free to devote all their time 
to new buildings. The new method adopted in reporting on 
certificates has also been responsible for much of the increase. 
Under this method, when an application for a certificate or per- 
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mit to occupy the premises is received, everything that remains 
to be done in order to complete the building in accordance with 
law, is reported on a violation form, thus furnishing to the owner 
or his agent an official statement of the condition of his 
building. 

The practice of some builders in permitting the apartments in 
new houses to be occupied before the building was completed and 
a certificate issued by the Department, was growing to such an 
extent that it became necessary, in order to secure compliance 
with the law, to institute many proceedings for the vacation of 
buildings. 

This seemingly drastic action speedily checked the unlawful 
practice, for, of the sixteen new buildings on which vacation 
orders were issued only one building was actually vacated, the 
owners of the remaining buildings having completed the work 
before the day set for the vacation of their premises, or, in some 
minor instances, having an extension of time granted within 
which to complete the work. 

The practice of altering one family and two family houses 
for use as tenements and permitting them to be occupied by three 
or more families without the issuance of the permit required by 
law also called for stern measures. For if this practice were 
allowed to continue, it would put a premium upon the evasion 
or violation of the law and place the builder desirous of erecting 
lawful houses at a disadvantage. Whenever such a violation is 
filed, proceedings for the vacation of the premises are instituted, 
the owner being required either to restore the building to its use 
as a non-tenement or to suffer the building to be entirely vacated. 
During the year 1906 such vacation proceedings were com- 
menced against twenty-six buildings. Two of these buildings 
were actually vacated, twenty were restored to their former use, 
and the remaining four cases are still pending. 

During the progress of a new building, it sometimes becomes 
necessary for the department, in order to secure the prompt re- 
moval of important violations, to issue what is known as a stop- 
work order. If such violations are not thereupon remedied an 
officer is instructed to have all the work stopped, or, in some 
cases, only that part of it directly affected by the violation. This 
proceeding is in reality a benefit to the builder, as it prevents him 
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from continuing the construction of portions of the building 
which would later have to be removed in order to remedy the 
defects covered by the violation. Many builders who have first 
criticized the department for issuing stop-work orders on their 
buildings have later altered their views and been thankful for 
the intervention of the department when informed of the nature 
of the violation and of the unnecessary trouble and expense in- 
volved in removing it if work were not speedily stopped. 
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GENERAL REVIEW OF THE WORK OF THE NEW 

BUILDING BUREAU, BOROUGHS OF BROOKLYN, 

QUEENS AND RICHMOND FOR THE 

YEAR 1906. 

The outlook for good business in 1906 was very encouraging 
in the early part of the season. Builders of tenement houses 
had been successful in 1905. Money then was easy and their 
houses rented and sold quickly.- There seemed to be nothing in 
the way of another profitable year and materials were fairly 
reasonable, except, perhaps, lumber and timber. The demand 
seemed just as- good and where it slacked off in one section it 
simply caused increased operations in some other one, always 
keeping well to the outskirts of the City but yet convenient to 
railroads. Later in the season, about mid-summer, when money 
began to tighten, work fell off steadily until the close of the 
year. 

The following table shows the number of plans filed for the 
erection of tenement houses in the various boroughs in this 
division for the first six months of the past year. 

January i, to June 30, 1906. 



Borough. 



Plans. 


Buildings. 


Estimated 
cost. 


683 


1.83 s 


$21,369,700 


155 


298 


1,724,800 


1 


I 


5,000 


839 


2,134 


$23,099,500 



Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

Totals 



A reference to the annexed table shows some very marked 
changes. 

January i, to June 30, 1905. 



Borough. 

Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond .... 
Totals 



Plans. 


Buildings. 


Estimated 
cost. 


552 


1.434 


$16,955,700 


178 


368 


1,947,475 


4 


5 


27,800 


734 


1,807 


$18,930,975 
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Comparing the first half of 1906 with 1905 it shows an in- 
crease in the number of plans filed of 105, in the number of 
projected buildings of 327 and an increase in the estimated cost 
of $4,168,525. It shows that for the Borough of Brooklyn the 
number of plans filed >vas 131 more than in 1905, that the num- 
ber of buildings covered by such plans was 401 more than in 
1905 and the estimated cost was $4,414,000 in excess of 1905. 
This increase was confined to the Borough of Brooklyn only as 
the tables of Queens show that in 1905 there were 23 mor« plans 
filed than in 1906. The number of buildings there fell off by 
70 and the estimated cost was $222,675 below that of 1905. 

The work for the last six months of 1906 is given in the table 
which follows: 

July 1st to Dec. 31^/, 1906. 

Estimated 
Borough. Plans. Buildings. cost. 

Brooklyn 538 1,395 $16,482,550 

Queens 108 206 1,521,100 

Richmond 3 4 18,500 

Totals 649 1,605 $18,022,150 

Compared with the last half of 1905 this is a decided de- 
crease as the annexed table shows. 

July ist to Dec. 31.^/, 1905. 

Estimated 
Borough. . Plans. Buildings. cost. 

Brooklyn 579 1,430 $17,481,400 

Queens 198 490 3,056,200 

Richmond 3 5 14,800 

Totals 780 1,925 $20,552,400 

Brooklyn shows a decrease of 41 plans, 35 buildings and a 
decline of $998,850 in the estimated cost, a loss of about 6 
per cent. 

For Queens, the decrease is very much greater. The num- 
ber of plans filed show a decrease of 90, the number of build- 
ings is 284 less, and the estimated cost shrunk by $1,535,100, a 
loss of about 50 per cent. 

In Richmond there was one less building proposed, but the 
estimate cost was $3,700 greater. 

To compare the amount of work for the v^ear more readily 
a table is given for each entire year, 1905 and 1906. 
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Jan. ist to Dec, j^ist, 1905. 



Borough. 



Estimated 
Plans. Buildings. cost. 



Brooklyn 1,131 

Queens 376 

Richmond 7 



2,864 


$34,437,100 


858 


S.003,675 


10 


42,600 



Totals . . 

1 


1,514 


3»732 $39,483,375 


Jan. 1st to Dec. T^ist, 1906. 


Borough. 


Plans. 


Estimated 
Buildings. cost. 



Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

Totals 



1,221 


3.230 


$37,852,250 


263 


504 


3,245,900 


4 


5 


23,500 



[,488 



3.739 $41,121,650 



As is seen, for the year 1906, Brooklyn showed an increase of 
90 plans, 366 buildings and $3,415,150 in estimated cost. 

Queens showed a decrease for the same time of 113 plans 
filed, 354 buildings and $1,757,775 estimated cost. 

Richmond showed a decrease of 3 plans; 5 buildings and 
$19,100 in estimated cost. 

In other w^ords the increase for Brooklyn in the number of 
buildings was about 13 per cent., and in the estimated cost about 
10 per cent, over 1905. This indicates a somewhat lower aver- 
age cost per building in 1906 which was about $11,700, as against 
$12,000 for 1905. In Queens, on the other hand, there was a 
decrease in the number of buildings of about 41 per cent, and 
in estimated cost of 35 per cent., showing an increase in cost per 
building, the average cost in 1905 being $5,800, and in 1906 
$6,400. This is accounted for by the fact that the decrease in 
numbers was confined chiefly to the cheaper class of houses, the 
two-story frame and the three-storv frame. The explanation for 
the comparatively slight change in average cost for Brooklyn 
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is not so simple, as will be seen by the following table, showing 
the height in stories and material of buildings proposed for each 
half of each year.* 

Brooklyn. 



1905. 



1906. 



I St half. 


2d half. 


Totals. 


' I St half. 


2d half. 


Totals.^ 


65 


64 


129 


132 


47 


179 




8 


8 


• • 


14 


1 

14 


274 


238 


512 


177 


50 


227 


S63 


592 


I.I5S 


724 


792 


I.516 


479 


504 


983 


730 


473 


1.203 


103 


79 


182 


76 


62 


138 


24 


12 


36 


24 


22 


46 



2-Story frame . 
2-story brick . . 
3-Story frame . 
3-story brick. . 
4-story brick. . 
5-story brick. . 
6 stories 

8 stories 

9 stories 

I o stories .... 



Queens. 



1906. 



isthalf. 


2d half. 


Totals. 


'isthalf. 


2d half. 


Totals. 


^ZZ 


21 1 


444 


167 


63 


230 


4 


18 


22 


5 


9 


14 


18 


40 


58 


33 


II 


44 


142 


212 


354 


85 


120 


205 


7 


21 


28 


12 

2 


18 


30 

2 



2-story frame . . 

2-story brick. . . , 

3-story frame . '. 

3-story brick. . . 

4-story brick. . . 

5-story brick. . . 



Richmond. 



1906. 



isthalf. 2d half. 



Totals. isthalf. 2d half. 



Totals. 



2-story frame .. 2 2 

3-story frame 3 3 6 4 4 

3-story brick 2 .. 2 i i 

4-story brick 

• Number of buildings given in the following includes those ^veti in withdrawn, 
cancelled and superseded plans, so that the totals will not agree with the other tables, 
which give buildings represented in plans actually in force. 
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The percentage of two-story frame houses in Brooklyn for 
the first half of the year was nearly 8 per cent, of the entire 
number of buildings erected, the three-story frame followed with 
nearly gVo per cent., the three-story brick was a trifle over 38 
per cent., the four-story was about 39 per cent., the five-story 
was about 4 per cent, and the six-story about i J4 pc'' cent. 

No plans were filed this year in Brooklyn for houses over six 
stories in height, three and four stories seeming to be the best 
adapted for the needs of this Borough. The decrease in frame 
structures for the last of the year is apparent by reference to 
the table for that period. The two-story frames had fallen oflf 
to almost 3 per cent. ; the two-story brick, of which none were 
planned in the first six months, follow with i per cent. ; the 
three-story frame fell off to nearly 3^4 per cent. ; the three-story 
brick had increased to about 54 per cent. ; four-story brick had 
decreased to about 32 per cent. : the five-story buildings figured 
down to almost 4^ per cent., and the six-story houses remained 
about the same, there being only two less than in the first half. 

For the Borough of Queens the percentage of two-story 
frames in the first half of the year was 55 per cent, of all the 
work in the first six months, the two-story brick was less than 
2 per cent. : the three-story frame a trifle over 10 per cent. ; the 
three-story brick about 28 per cent., and the four-story brick 
about 4 per cent. There were only two five stories planned in 
Queens for this period. For the last six months of 1906 the per- 
centage was for three-story frames a little less than 30 per cent., 
while the two-story brick houses had increased to 4 per cent. 
Three-story frame houses fell off to 5 per cent., while three- 
story brick houses had increased to about 54 per cent., and four- 
story bricks to about 8 per cent. This was the limit in height 
for the last half of the year. Of the 3,323 buildings in the 
Borough of Brooklyn for which plans were filed in 1906 (includ- 
ing those withdrawn, cancelled and superseded), the distribution 
through the various sections of the City was as follows : These 
sections have been described in the yearly report for 1904 and 
1905. 
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Per- 


1905. 


1906. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


centage 
of In- 
crease. 



Brownsville 915 549 . . . 366 *4o 

Bushwick 523 424 ••• 99 *i9 

Bedford 441' 558 117 ••• 27 

South Brooklyn 349 476 127 ... 37 

East New York 234 765 531 ... 2^-j 

Greenpoint 1 73 i34 • • • 39 *23 

Eastern District 144 86 ... 58 '40 

Park Slope 79 69 ... 10 *i.^ 

Flatbush 78 102 24 ... 31 

Coney Island and other sections. 71 i(5o 89 ... 125 



• Decrease. 

The above table shows considerable changes in the location 
of new buildings as compared with former years. Brownsville 
which led the list in the number of buildings for 1905 has fallen 
back to third place with a decrease of 366 in the number of build- 
ings, equal to a decline of 40 per cent. The Bushwick district 
ranking second on the list for 1905 takes the fifth place with a 
decrease of 99 buildings, equal to a decline of 19 per cent. The 
Bedford District which ranked third on the list for 1905 moves 
up to second place on the list for 1906 with an increase of 117 
houses, equivalent to a gain of almost 2^ per cent. The South 
Brooklyn district, fourth on the list for 1905, holds the same place 
for 1906, but with an increase of 127 in the number of buildings, 
equal to a gain of about 37 per cent. East New York ranking- 
fifth on the list for 1905 takes first place now with an increase 
of 531 buildings, equal to a 22^ per cent, increase. Greenpoint 
falls from sixth to seventh place with a loss of 39 buildings, equal 
to a decline of 23 per cent. The Eastern District goes from seventh 
to ninth with a loss of 58 buildings, equal to 40 per cent, decrease. 
The Park Slope District takes the tenth place on the list for 1906 
with a shortage of 10 buildings, equal to a 13 per cent, decline. 
Flatbush, ninth on the list for 1905 takes the eighth place with 
an increase of 24 buildings, equal to a gain of 31 per cent. Coney 
Island and the other sections (unclassified) number sixth on 
the list for 1906, against tenth for 1905, with an increase of 89 
buildings, or a gain of 125 per cent. 

The following table shows by districts the number of build- 
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ings for Queens in 1905 and 1906 and the decrease or increase 
in each district. 









- 


Per- 


1905- 


1906. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


centage 
of In- 
crease 



Ridgewood 

Long Island City . 

Jamaica 

Glendale 

Maspeth 

Other sections 



636 


242 


... 


394 


*62.00 


83 


89 


6 




7.00 


38 


67 


29 




75-00 


120 


61 


... 


59 


*5o.oo 


17 


22 


5 




3-0O 


12 


44 


32 




266.00 



* Decrease. 

The decrease in the number of buildings in the Ridgewood 
Section amounts to 394 houses, equal to a decline of 62 per cent. 
Long Island City shows an increase of about 7 per cent., 
Jamaica an increase of about 75 j>er cent. Glendale shows a 
decrease of 59 buildings or nearly 50 per cent., Maspeth a gain 
of about 3 per cent.^ and all other sections show a gain of 32 
buildings. 

Taking all of Queens it shows a decline from last year's 
figures in the number of buildings of about 42^4 per cent, and 
of nearly 33 per cent, in the estimated cost. 

The following tables for I9t)6 show the number of plans filed 
by months, including those withdrawn, cancelled or superseded, 
and enables one to trace the changes in volume of business. 

Borough of Brooklyn. 

Estimated 
Month. "^ Plans. Houses. cost. 



January 

February 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September . . . . 

October 

November 

December .... 

Totals 



71 


160 


$1,667,300 


85 


221 


2,231,300 


96 


247 


3,443.600 


136 


336 


3,854,200 


172 


526 


6,132,000 


136 


373 


4.337.100 


106 


323 


3.306,500 


116 


302 


3,782,750 


77 


202 


2,350,400 


83 


199 


2,300,000 


82 


222 


2,761,000 


93 


212 


2,467,500 


253 


3*323 


$38,633,650 



Digitized by 



Google 



I20 



Month. 

January . 
February 
March . . . 

April . 

May 

June . . . . , 

July 

August . . . 
September 
October . . 
November 
December 



Borough of Queens. 



Plans. Houses. 



Estimated 
cost. 



January ..;... 

February , 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

August 

September 

October 

November .... 
December . . . . , 
Totals 



13 
18 
28 
24 
33 
42 
26 
17 
22 
9 
15 
25 



33 
47 
39 
66 
97 
52 
34 
38 
18 
31 
48 



$1 18,000 
172,000 
273,000 
275,000 
376,500 
533.300 
345.700 
320,500 
258,800 
9».5oo 
219,100 
391,500 



loiais 


272 


525 


«,374.900 


Borough of Richmond, 


Month. 


Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated 
cost. 



$5,000 



8,000 



5.000 



$23,500 



Nearly 40 per cent, of the work in Brooklyn was filed during 
the second quarter of the year and in Queens about 35 per cent, 
for the same period, although the month of December showed the 
estimated cost of work planned, larger than in any other month, 
except June, for that Borough. 
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One reason for the falling off in tenement building .in Brook- 
lyn is that a new type of house has developed there and is fast 
growing into favor, the two-story, and two-story and basement 
house, arranged to be occupied by two families. These rent a 
little below the tenement house of the same class in the same 
neighborhood. They are especially adapted for people of moder- 
ate means with small families, and hundreds have been built in 
the outlying residential sections. They are usually attractive 
looking and sell very rapidly. 

During 1906 there were 74,983 inspections of new buildings 
and alterations made by the inspectors of the New Building 
Bureau who cover an area of 266 square miles in the three 
boroughs of this division. They also filed 3,184 violations against 
new buildings in the three boroughs. 

The 3,739 houses for which plans were filed in all the bor- 
oughs were arranged to be occupied by a total of 25,035 families 
which would average not quite seven families in each house, or 
assuming four and a half persons to each family (the average 
given for Brooklyn by the Federal Census of 1900) they would 
provide houses for about 113,000 people. 

New houses have rented reasonably well so that there is not 
much change in houses which formerly rented for $20 or less. 
In more expensive houses there has been a decided increase, the 
amount of which largely depended on the location. 

Alteration work for 1906 was a little in excess of that for 
1905, as indicated by the following comparative table of plans 
filed and in force, with the buildings represented and estimated 
cost: 



Plans filed. Buildings. Estimated cost. 



Borough. 



Brooklyn 
Queens . . 
Richmond 



1905. 


1906. 


1905. 


1906. 


1905. 


1906. 


1,764 


1.997 


2.043 


2,232 


$768,065 


$827,171 


56 


57 


64 


68 


25,085 


20,015 


39 


14 


52 


14 


21.778 


3.893 



Total 1,859 2,068 2,159 2,314 $814,928 $831,079 

The number of alteration violations filed by the inspectors of 
the New Building Bureau up to September 28, 1906, was 1,398. 
After this last date the work of supervising alterations was turned 
over to the Old Building Bureau. 
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GENERAL REVIEW OF THE WORK OF THE CORPORA- 
TION COUNSEL'S OFFICE IN HANDLING 
TENEMENT HOUSE DEPART- 
MENT CASES. 

For the following admirable summary and statement of im- 
portant tenement house litigations during the year 1906, the 
. Tenement House Commissioner desires to express his indebted- 
ness to Hon. John P. O'Brien, assistant corporation counsel, who 
was kind enough to prepare the same. Of especial interest is 
the history of the Moeschen case, now finally decided, in connec- 
tion with which the opinion of Justice Morgan J. O'Brien, is 
given in full. 

The activity of the Corporation Counsel's office in carrying 
on the law work of the Tenement House Department is well 
shown by the following table: 



1903- 1904- 1905- 1906. 



Actions commenced 4,268 

Lis pendens filed 2,009 

Penalties collected $845 .00 

Vacation proceedings 1 06 

Proceedings in Rem 43 

Judgments 22. 

Criminal proceedings 22 



6,013 


7.04s 


10,757 


3.025 


2,400 


5,386 


$202.00 


$602.80 


$4,540.51 


48 


527 


829 


67 


84 


2 


129 


66 


89 


18 


13 


39 



It will be seen that in actions commenced, lis pendens filed, 
vacation proceedings and criminal proceedings, far more has been 
done in 1906 than in any one previous year, while the amount of 
penalties collected is eight times as great as the next largest 
amount collected in any one year, and twenty times as great as 
the least amount. 
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IMPORTANT TENEMENT HOUSE LITIGATIONS DUR- 
ING THE YEAR 1906. 
(Contributed by Hon. John R O'Brien, Assistant Corporation 

Counsel.) 

During the past year many important litigations involving 
tenement house questions have been heard by the courts. With 
one or two minor exceptions it may be said that in every instance 
the Tenement House Law and the position taken by the Tenement 
House Department with respect to the same, were sustained. 
Limited space and lack of time will not permit of a detailed 
analysis of the important litigations that have come up. For the 
reason that the Tenement House Law is a recent enactment and 
is, so far as the interpretation by the Courts is concerned, still in 
the experimental stage, the decisions rendered during the past 
year may be considered signal victories. Moreover, they will 
become the foundations of legal precedents which in after years 
will be referred to as leading cases in Tenement House Law. 

Among the matters which came up in Court and which in- 
voh'ed tenement house legal questions, may be mentioned par- 
ticularly the following: 

I. The Fribourg, O'Leary and Cornman cases (alcove 
rooms). In the early part of 1906, the Tenement House Depart- 
ment took the position that every alcove room should conform to 
the requirements as to windows which apply to other rooms, and 
consequently disapproved of plans showing alcove rooms with- 
out the necessary windows. When these matters came on for 
argument in the Court strong objections urged against the action 
of the Department were based upon the fact that prior to the 
time when the Department took this position many hundreds of 
such plans had been approved, and further, that the printed re- 
ports of the Department had recommended just such plans as 
were disapproved by the Department in connection with the 
alcove room question. In spite of these objections the Supreme 
Court in the Second Department, in the Fribourg case, through 
Judge Van Kirk and the Supreme Court of the First Department 
in the O'Leary case through Judge Bischoff, denied the motions 
made by Fribourg and O'Leary, respectively, for a writ of man- 
damus compelling the Department to appro\ne of the plans sub- 
mitted. Judge Van Kirk's decision was made without an opinion. 
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In the O'Leary case Judge Bischoff decided that the Court could 
not by mandamus control the judicial discretion conferred upon a 
subordinate tribunal. He held that the Tenement House Depart- 
ment possesses judicial powers in the determination of the ques- 
tion whether plans submitted comply with all the requirements 
of law. In this matter the relator, O'Leary, moved for a re-argu- 
ment of the motion on the ground that he was not aware that the 
point that mandamus could not be granted by the Court in such 
a matter was raised upon the argument of his motion. Where- 
upon Judge Bischoff again decided in favor of the Department. 
He re-asserted his decision that a writ of mandamus in such a 
matter could not be issued, and further stated that if mandamus 
under such circumstances would issue the writ would have to be 
refused for the reason that the characterization of the spaces in 
question as alcoves, within the meaning of the law, was not 
incorrect. Thus there were two favorable decisions rendered 
upon the alcove room question. Subsequently, however, in the 
Cornman case, Judge Burr took a different view, holding that 
alcove rooms were rooms with alcoves attached thereto. It should 
be explained in this connection, however, that Commands plan 
presented showed one large room, part of which we are morally 
certain was intended for an alcove, but all of which was desig- 
nated as a " parlor.'' In his papers he insisted that the room 
was to be occupied as one room. In his decision, among other 
things, Judge Burr holds as follows : 

*' If after the building is constructed the owner or 
occupant attempts to alter the same so as to divide this 
room into two small rooms, contrary to law, the Tenement 
House Department has ample power to prevent such alter- 
ation " (Laws of 1903, chapter 179, section 3). 

It will be seen, therefore, that even if the decision of Judge 
Burr in the Cornman case be followed by the Appellate Division 
in the Second Department, which is quite unlikely in view of 
the position taken by Judge Van Kirk and Judge Bischoff, the 
Tenement House Department will still have the power to pre- 
vent some of the evils which might flow from such a determina- 
tion by the Court. 

2. The Fox case. This was an application for a writ of 
mandamus compelling the Department to approve of a certain 
plan. The relator, who had been formerly connected with the 
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Department in the capacity of a Plan Examiner, sought to com- 
pel the Department to approve of a plan showing the intended 
use of a long hopper closet in a wooden extension in the yard. 
In this case the wooden extension would not have been approved 
of except as an extension on a part of the house and while long 
hopper closets might have been permitted in the yard where they 
were erected in a structure independent of the house, the Depart- 
ment insisted that the extension being part of the house itself 
. the closets could not be of the long hopper type. The conten- 
tion of the Department was upheld by the Court, which held : 

" The extension here contemplated would upon comple- 
tion be part of the tenement house. Again the discretion 
and 'judgment of the Tenement House Commissioner 
should not be controlled by the Court as sought for here 
by the relator." 

The immediate effect of this decision was very important for 
the reason that a large number of plans were about to be filed 
showing a similar arrangement and proposed installation of long 
hopper closets. 

3. The Levy case. In this matter five houses had been built 
as two-family houses, the plans of which were consequently never 
filed in the Tenement House Department. Subsequently new 
plumbing fixtures were installed and alterations made turning the 
houses into four-family houses in every case except one, where 
the house was altered into a five-family house. Vacation pro- 
ceedings were instituted and were being carried into effect when 
a temporary injunction was secured by the owner. When a 
motion was made for the continuance of the injunction pending 
the trial of the action, the plaintiff presented affidavits to the 
Court to the effect that in each instance he had removed enough 
of the tenants to make the houses what they were originally rep- 
resented to be, that is, two-family houses. The Department in- 
sisted that this action on the part of the owner was not sufficient, 
that he should be compelled forthwith to remove also the fix- 
tures. In this case the Court did not quite approve of such a 
drastic measure, stating that : 

" As there are only two families in each house, the 
mere fact that there may be more water facilities than are 
absolutely necessary for two families is no reason why the 
houses should be vacated if there is no purpose to have more 



Digitized by 



Google 



132 

than two families on the premises. Tenement House Law 
should not be enforced oppressively. Spirit of law should be 
regarded as well as the letter.'' 

Thus the injunction was continued pending the trial of the 
action which has not yet come on to be heard. While this 
decision on the motion for a preliminary injunction was decided 
in favor of the owner, the alert and vigorous action on the part 
of the Department, and the subsequent display of energy and 
determination when the matter came up in Court had the antici- 
pated effect of compelling the owner to comply with the law. He 
has since not only removed the families but has actually brought 
the houses back to their original position by removing the fix- 
tures, 

4. The Ehrhorn case. This matter came on for a hearing 
before the Magistrate presiding at Jefferson Market. Ehrhorn 
was summoned to the Court for refusing to allow a Tenement 
House Inspector to inspect his house. The Department insisted 
upon the right of the Inspector to enter and inspect the house for 
the purpose of reporting any violations of the Tenement House 
Law that might exist in the premises. The owner insisted that 
the house was not a tenement house, that it was arranged to be 
occupied and actually occupied by only two families. The 
Magistrate in an oral decision held that the representatives of the 
Department would enter the house at their own risk and that 
their right to enter extended only to houses that were actually 
known to be tenement houses. It became necessary, therefore, 
to adopt some other measures to cope with this case. It was the 
first time that the Department had been actually defied in the 
matter of seeking an opportunity to inspect a building. The as- 
sistance of the Building Department was enlisted. Building In- 
spectors having the right to enter any building, a Building In- 
spector was sent to the building in question and made a report 
that showed clearly that the house in question was a tenement 
house. This report strengthened the pbsition of the Department 
in Court. However, when on the adjourned day the Department 
was ready to present its evidence that the house in question was 
a tenement house and that the owner still persisted in denying 
entrance to the representative of the Tenement House Depart- 
ment, the owner withdrew and acquiesced in the wishes of the 
Department and allowed the inspection to be made. 



Digitized by 



Google 



No. 31.— INTERIOR OF WATER-CLOSET COMPARTMENT SHOWING FILTHY 
AND OBSTRUCTED CONDITION OF THE CLOSET, WHICH IS THE 
ONLY ACCOMMODATION FOR THE HOUSE. 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



135 

5- The Cavinato case. In this matter one Cavinato, a fore- 
man of a gang of workmen who were building the walls of stair 
halls of concrete instead of brick, was arrested and held for 
Special Sessions. The matter is still pending, but the prompt 
action of the Department in the Criminal Court has had the 
effect of compelling the owner to have the law requiring the 
walls to be of brick, actually complied with. 

6. The Brown case. In this matter a question arose whether 
or not the Tenement House Department had the right to inspect 
the plumbing where a school sink was being removed under an 
order of the Department based upon section lOO, and closets were 
being installed in two tenement houses, one front and one rear. 
The master plumbers of the City showed great interest in this 
matter. While the defendant in the end was discharged, the 
Court holding that he had not been served with a copy of the 
order in question, the vigorous action of the Department in this 
matter had the desired effect and its right to inspect said 
plumbing and insist upon the requirements of the Tenement 
House Law in connection with section lOO being complied with, 
has not since been questioned. 

7. The Manfredonia case. In this matter the Department 
undertook to vacate a certain house, the order being based pri- 
marily upon the lack of proper fire escapes. The owner sought 
to enjoin the Department from interfering. He urged the fact 
that the property would shortly be acquired by the City for school 
purposes as a reason for delay on the part of the Department. 
His motion for an injunction was denied. 

8. The Gabriel case. In this case the motion of the owner 
for a writ of mandamus compelling the Department to approve 
of a certain plan which showed a proposed tenement house to be 
erected upon a lot which ran through from one street to another 
was denied by the Supreme Court for the reason that the plans 
showed a violation of the provisions of section 56 of the Tene- 
ment House Law, which requires, in such a case, a yard space 
across the entire width of the lot midway between the two streets, 
open and unobstructed from the ground to the sky. In this case 
the house was so located on one street and ran back to a depth 
of 60 feet on the lot, leaving an open and ample space in the 
rear between the rear of the house and the front line on the other 
street. The Department insisted that howsoever large this space 
was, section 56 would have to be literally complied with. As we 
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have just stated the position of the Department was upheld in 
the Supreme Court at Special Term. On appeal, however, the 
Appellate Division of the Second Department took a different 
position and in so doing they practically overruled the decision 
of the Appellate Division of the First Department in the matter 
of Ungrich vs. Grain. However, the circumstances and the facts 
in the Gabriel case were far less favorable to the Department's 
contention than were the facts in the Ungrich case. 

9. Numerous questions of minor importance have come up 
dunng the course of prosecutions in the civil courts, as well as in 
the police courts, but in no instance has the position of the 
Department been overruled. The only instance during the year 
where an imfavorable decision was rendered was in the Gabriel 
case, where the Appellate Division rendered an unfavorable de- 
cision. However, in this matter there were many circumstances 
that put the case in a class by itselt so that it cannot be pointed 
to as a precedent. 

It may be observed also in connection with the above work 
of the Corporation Counsers office and the Tenement House De- 
partment, that with one or two minor exceptions none of the 829 
vacation orders issued by the Department during the year 1906 
was contested in Court. 

During the year several litigations between private parties 
have resulted in decisions at Special Term which clear up the 
uncertainty that had heretofore existed with respect to the rights 
and responsibilities of lessors and lessees in connection with Tene- 
ment House Department orders. Thus Judge Greenbaum held: 

" I see no reason why defendant (the owner) should 
be enjoined in complying with the necessary and proper 
health regulations and order. The lease submitted by 
plaintiff requires him to comply with such orders of the 
municipal departments and he fails so to comply and the 
defendant is ordered to do this work. I see no reason why 
the defendant should be restrained from doing that which 
the lease obligates plaintiff to do. As it is not apparent 
that any invasion of plaintiff's rights is threatened, no 
present occasion exists for granting an injunction which 
is denied.'' 
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Judge Leventritt: 

" Under the pretense of complying with orders of the 
Tenement House Department requiring the introduction of 
appliances to secure an adequate supply of water, the de- 
fendants proceeded to rhake extensive alterations indicating 
an intention to demolish the front of the building and 
one of the walls of the store occupied by the plaintiff. As 
he cannot be adequately compensated for this invasion of 
his rights he should be protected by an injunction restrain- 
ing the defendants from entrance into the premises of the 
plaintiff except to complete the introduction of the pipes 
necessary to provide the supply of zvater required by the 
order of the Department/' 

Judge Giegerich held in a litigation between lessor and lessee 
as follows: 

" I am therefore of the opinion that the defendant 

should be restrained from doing the work which he claims 

he is required to do under the order of the Tenement 

House Department until it is finally decided that such 

order is proper and proper plans and specifications are 

approved by the proper authorities in pursuance thereof." 

These decisions of the Supreme Court are referred to here for 

the reason that they show clearly how far the courts will sustain 

the rights of a lessor to enter his property for the purpose of 

complying with the Tenement House Department's orders. While 

these litigations arose between private parties, the decisions are 

favorable in connection with the work of the Tenement House 

Department., for time and time again owners have offered as an 

excuse for failure on their part to comply with orders of the 

Tenement House Department, the fact that they are parties to 

leases which require lessees to do the work in question, or that 

the recalcitrant lessees have refused to allow them to enter for 

the reason that the carrying on of the work demanded of the 

owners by the Tenement House Department would be much to 

their inconvenience and material loss. 

lo. The Moeschen Case. The year 1906 brought about a 
culmination of what is and will be about the most impor- 
tant litigation under the Tenement House Law. The case of the 
Tenement House Department vs. Katie Moeschen which was in- 
stituted for the purpose of testing the constitutionality of the 
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Tenement House Act was finally decided in the United States 
Supreme Court which affirmed the decisions of the various New 
York Courts as to the constitutionality of the Tenement House 
Law and more particularly section 100 thereof. This litigation 
was begun in a suit in the Municipal Court of The City of New 
York to recover a penalty for the violation of section 100 of 
the Tenement Hou^e Act (chapter 334 of the Laws of 1901 as 
amended). It was tried in that Court before Mr. Justice Joseph 
and a jury in 1903. The violation complained of was the re- 
fusal of the defendant to remove what is known as a school sink 
from her yard in the tenement house, No. 332 East Thirty-ninth 
street and her failure to replace the same by one water closet for 
every two families in house. The jury found a verdict for the 
penalty of $50 against the defendant. The judgment entered 
upon the verdict of the jury was affirmed at the Appellate Term 
of the Supreme Court and in turn the order of affirmance of the 
Appellate Term was affirmed by the Appellate Division of the 
Supreme Court in the First Department. Thereafter an appeal 
being taken to the Court of Appeals of the State of New York 
from the order of affirmance of the Appellate Division the order 
of the latter Court was unanimously affirmed by the Court of 
Appeals. It may be stated that under the practice of the State 
of New York a single question was certified by the Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court of the State of New York for 
determination by the Court of Appeals, which question was : " Is 
section 100 of chapter 334 of the Laws of 1901 of this State 
constitutional?" After the affirmance by the Court of Appeals 
the case was duly remitted by that Court to the Supreme Court 
and the order and judgment of the Court of Appeals were made 
the order of that Court. 

It may be observed here that immediately subsequent to the 
decision of the Municipal Court a motion was made in the 
Supreme Court for a mandatory in jimction compelling the de- 
fendant, Katie Moeschen, to remove the school sink in question. 
An appeal from the order granting this injunction was argued in 
the Appellate Division, First Department, and decided concur- 
rently with the appeal from the Appellate Term's order affirming 
the judgment obtained in the Municipal Court. 

The decisions of the Courts in these cases are far reaching 
in their eflfect. Indeed the Moeschen case is a mile-stone in liti- 
gation relating to the enforcement of laws pertaining to health 
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and sanitation. In many respects the litigation may be said to 
be extraordinary. One peculiarly gratifying feature of the 
Moeschen case was that every decision rendered upon the same 
in every Court was unanimous and in no instance was there a 
dissenting voice. The opinion of the Appellate Division, First 
Department, in this case, which was rendered by Mr. Justice 
Morgan J. O'Brien, may justly be said to be a most forceful and 
erudite addition to the law of the State of New York. In after 
years it will constantly be referred to both in this and in every 
state in the Union. 

Judge O'Brien's opinion is as follows: 

The Tenement House Department of The City of New 

York, Respondent, vs, Katie Moeschen, Appellant. 

Tenement House Act — replacing school sinks by water closets — the re- 
quirement is constitutional — what will be considered in determining 
whether an act is constitutional. 

Section lOO of the Tenement House Act (Laws of 1901, chap 334, as 
amd. by Laws of 1902, chap. 352, sec. 47), requiring school sinks in tene- 
ment houses in the city of New York to be replaced by individual water- 
closets, is a reasonable and proper exercise of the police power vested in 
the Legislature and is constitutional. 

In determining the constitutionality of the act the Court is limited to 
a consideration of the law itself considered in the light of the facts of 
which the Court can take judicial notice. 

The fact that the changes required by the statute in a tenement house, 
valued at $16,500 and in which the owner's equity is $3,500, will necessitate 
an expenditure of from $750 to $2,800, does not affect the constitutionality 
of the act as to such owner. 

Appeal by the defendant, Katie Moeschen, from an order of the 
Supreme Court, made at the New York Special Term and entered in the 
office of the clerk of the county of New York on the 3d day of October, 
1903* granting a mandatory injunction pendente lite. 

The defendant is the owner in fee of a tenement house accommodat- 
ing twenty families, located at No. 332 East Thirty-ninth street. New 
York City, valued at $16,500, her equity therein being $3,500. She has 
failed to comply with the provisions of the Tenement House Act (Laws 
of 1901, chap. 334), which went into effect on April 12, 1901, in that she 
has not, since that time, as directed by section 100 of the law ( as amd. 
by Laws of 1902, chap. 352), removed a school sink upon the premises and 
substituted therefor " individual water closets of durable non-absorbent 
material, properly sewer connected," which changes, it appears, would 
entail an expense of from $750 to $2,800. An action was brought against 
the defendant by the plaintiff in a Municipal Court of the City for the 
recovery of the civil penalty of $250, which the act (sec. 126, as amd. by 
Laws of 1903, chap. 179) provides for a failure to comply with its pro- 
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visions, and, in such action the issues were tried before a jury as to the 
facts involved and a verdict rendered against the defendant. Thereafter 
the present suit was commenced by the plaintiff, the complaint restating 
defendant's violation of the statute and pleading the former adjudication, 
and judg^nent was asked restraining the defendant from further main- 
taining the school sink upon her premises and directing her to provide in 
place thereof the closets specified in the act. The defendant, in her 
answer, admitted her failure to comply with the provisions of the act, and 
likewise all of the substantial allegations of the complaint save the pth, 
which contains the averment "that said violations impair the public 
health and safety;" and as a defense pleaded that the law is null and 
void because enacted in violation of the provisions of the Constitution of 
the State of New York and the Constitution of the United States, in that 
it imposes an unreasonable and improper exaction which operates to 
deprive the defendant of her property without due process of law and 
without making compensation to her therefor, and in that it authorizes 
and directs the taking of private property not for public use, and operates 
to deprive the defendant of the rights and privileges secured to her as a 
citizen of the State of New York and by the Constitution of the United 
States in that she is thereby deprived of her liberty and the privilege of 
pursuing a lawful avocation, the act not promoting or seeking to promote 
public health, morals or safety, but effecting a confiscation and spoliation 
of her property and being such that the compliance therewith is impossible 
and would involve upon defendant an extraordinary, excessive and un- 
reasonable expense in attempting performance in that the amount of said 
expense is not warranted by the value of the property or of defendant's 
equity therein, nor by the nature of the work retiuired by the statute. 
The answer further avers that the defendant has always maintained the 
premises in a sanitary condition and in compliance with ordinances and 
regulations, and that the said school sink was constructed under the 
supervision of the proper department of The City of New York, under 
plans duly approved and in accordance with and in obedience to an order 
of the Board of Health of the City, and in complying with said order the 
defendant's predecessor was put to great expense in removing the privy 
vault theretofore contained in said premises and constructing the school 
. sink. 

The plaintiff upon the pleadings and affidavits obtained an order to 
show cause why an order should not be granted pursuant to the Tenement 
House Act, enjoining the defendant from maintaining the school sink and 
directing the substitution therefor of water closets as specified in the act. 
Thereupon a large number of affidavits were submitted by both \parties 
bearing upon the conditions of the school sink of the defendant and other 
school sinks in the City, and whether or not they were unsanitary and 
whether or not the proposed changes were feasible and reasonable. The 
Special Term granted the plaintiff's motion for an order enjoining the 
defendant from maintaining the sink in question and directing her to sub- 
stitute therefor individual closets of the form required by the act, but 
stayed further proceedings pending the determination of the issues by 
this court. From the order thus entered, the defendant has appealed. 
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Adolph Bloch, for the appellant. 
Matthew C. Fleming^ for the respondent. 

O'Brien, /. — In the disposition of the legal question presented for our 
consideration we are not required to pass upon questions of fact, as to 
whether or not one kind of water closet is better than another or whether 
or not under certain conditions and manner of use a particular owner 
might be able by means of a school sink to keep his property in a sanitary 
condition, because these are all considerations to be addressed to the Leg- 
islature or to the Tenement House Commission to whom the Legislature 
has relegated the determination of such questions. In the discussion upon 
which we enter, therefore, we shall not concern ourselves with the dispute 
which apparently exists among experts as to the best kind of water closets 
for tenement houses. The question presented is not one of administration, but 
one of power. We must primarily determine whether the Legislature has 
power to regulate and legislate upon the subject of plumbing and closets 
in tenement houses. If the Legislature has the authority under the police 
power with which it is invested to regulate the entire subject, then, unless 
the court can see that there has been such a gross and unreasonable 
exercise thereof as to render its action unconstitutional, we are powerless 
to intervene. 

The single question which we are to determine is whether that portion 
of the Tenement House Act (Laws of 1901, chap. 334 sec. 100, as amd. by 
Laws of 1902, chap. 352, sec. 47) which requires that for present school 
sinks in tenements there shall be substituted another and different system 
of sewerage, is or is not constitutional. 

The Tenement House Act is the culmination of legislative enactments 
extending over a long period, directed to providing safe and sanitary con- 
ditions particularly among those who live in the more crowded districts of 
large cities in the State. Prior to its passage the subject of suitable 
sanitary accommodations for tenement houses in The City of New York 
was controlled by section 653 of the Consolidation Act (Laws of 1882, chap. 
410) as amended by chapter 211 of the Laws of 1889, which, among other 
things, provided that " Every tenement and lodging house or building shall 
be provided with as many good and sufficient water closets, improved 
privy sinks or other similar receptacles as the board of health shall require. 
* * * The water-closets, sinks and receptacles shall have proper doors, 
soil pipes and traps, all of which shall be properly ventilated, * * * 
and other suitable works and fixtures necessary to insure the efficient 
operation, cleansing and flushing thereof. Every tenement and lodging 
house situated upon a lot on a street or avenue in which there is a sewer, 
shall have a separate and proper connection with the sewer; * * * no 
privy, vault or cesspool shall be allowed in or under or connected with any 
such house except when it is unavoidable, and a permit therefor shall have 
been granted by the board of health. * * *." 

It thus appears that a privy vault in connection with a tenement 
house such as the defendant's was forbidden, but a school sink, comprising 
a vault sewer connected and with means for permitting, under the 
direction of a caretaker, a flow of water at intervals for cleansing, was 
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allowed by and with the assent and supervision of the Board of Health. 
The Tenement House Commission of 1894 having reported adversely upon 
the condition of the school sinks and that of 1900 having condemned nearly 
all of them as being " in a horrible condition, in some cases simply indes- 
cribable," and recommended the removal of all schoor sinks and the sub- 
stitution therefor of proper vv^ater <:loset accommodations, the present law 
was passed whereby it is provided in section 100 as follows : ** In all now 
existing tenement houses where a connection with a sewer is possible, all 
school sinks, privy vaults or other similar receptacles * * * shall 
before January first, nineteen hundred and three, be completely removed 
and the pflace where they were located properly disinfected under the 
direction of the department charged with the enforcement of this act. 
Such appliances shall be replaced by individual water closets of durable, 
non-absorbent material, properly sewer connected, and with individual 
traps, and properly connected flush tanks providing an ample flush of water 
to thoroughly cleanse the bowl. Each water closet shall be located in a 
compartment completely separated from every other water closet, and such 
compartment shall contain a window of not less than three square feet in 
area opening directly to the outer air. The floors of the water closet com- 
partments shall be waterproof as provided in section ninety-five of this act. 
Where water closets are placed in the yard to replace school sinks or privy 
vaults, long hopper closets may be used ; but all traps, flush tanks and pipes 
shall be protected against the action of frost. In such cases, the structure 
containing the water closets shall not exceed ten feet in height. * * * 
Such structure shall be provided with a ventilating skylight in the roof, of 
an adequate size. * * * Proper and adequate means for lighting the 
structure at night shall be provided. There shall be provided at least one 
water closet for every 2 families in every now existing tenement house. 

:|r j(c 5|t »» 

The Legislature has thus, by these provisions, followed a prior enact- 
ment which, upon trial, proved insufficient to fulfill their object of preserv- 
ing the public health and by the aid of a special commission and after 
extensive investigation passed an act complete in detail and designed to 
cope with the important problems of municipal sanitation. In so doing it 
has exercised the police power of the State, which, among the many objects 
over which it extends, applies with peculiar force to the preservation of the 
general health of the community, and in that connection to the regulation 
and disposition of sewage. For the prevention of contagion and disease 
• and the suppression of a threatening danger to the public health, the most 
drastic requirements of the Legislature may, as a proper exercise of this 
power, be sanctioned, with the limitation merely that they are upon their 
face no more than reasonable, in view of the evil sought to be overcome. 

The section of the Tenement House Act from which we have quoted 
is said to be unconstitutional, however, because, as contended, the result of 
carrying it into effect will be to unnecessarily burden property owners, 
and without any corresponding public good in the shape of better sanita- 
tion. If it could be concluded from examining the statute itself and its 
provisions that such would be the consequences flowing from the enact- 
ment, then undoubtedly it would be the duty of the Court to hold that it 
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was unconstitutional. In passing upon the constitutionality of the act, 
however, it is necessary to bear in mind what are the tests to be applied, 
and how and in what manner the constitutionality of the law is to be 
determined whether from the face of the act itself or from proof aliunde 
as to its necessary operation and effect. We do not claim that we shall be 
able to reconcile the cases, yet it is important in this direction to reach 
a position which we can legally sustain. Generally speaking, the sources to 
which the Court may resort for aid in determining the question of the con- 
stitutionality are the law itself and such other considerations, facts or 
circumstances of which the Court can take judicial notice. Cases, no 
doubt, can be found where testimony has been taken, but that has been very 
seldom permitted and only under extraordinary circumstances. The rule, 
as we shall show, is that we must examine the provisions themselves in 
the light of facts of which we can take judicial notice. 

In the case of Commonwealth vs. Roberts (155 Mass., 281), a statute, 
in many respects similar to that under consideration, was presented for 
judicial examination. The statute (Laws of Mass. of 1885, chap. 382, sees. 
I, 2 as amd. by Laws of 1889, chap. 450, sec. 2) provided that certain 
buildings in Boston situated on a street in which there was a sewer should 
have water closets connected therewith and no cesspools or privies, except 
temporarily where authorized by the Board of Health. It was admitted 
therein that the defendant's house was not provided with a water closet 
connected with the sewer in the street and that the building in the yard 
had beneath it a brick vault connected with the sewer by a pipe with a 
trap and that water flowed into the excavation when it rained and that 
the excavation could be flushed by a hose in the yard and was so flushed 
by the defendant from time to time by a man sent for the purpose. It 
was held that the judgment against the defendant should be affirmed, the 
Court saying : " There can be no doubt that the statute in question is 
within the constitutional powers of the Legislature as a police regulation. 
It is an act for the preservation of the public health and relates to the 
disposal of one of the most dangerous forms of sewage. As said by Mor- 
ton, /., in Nickerson vs. Boston (131 Mass., 306, 308), 'it belongs to that 
class of police regulations to which private rights are held subject and is 
founded upon the right of the public to protect itself from nuisances and 
to preserve the general health. The authority of the Legislature to pass 
laws of this character is too well settled to be questioned.' " And it was 
further said therein with respect to a contention which is also made here: 
" The defendant, however, contends that, as her structure was lawful 
when built, an act of the Legislature which would render its use unlawful 
would be unconstitutional citing Commonwealth vs. Alger (7 Cush., 53, 
103). The statutes there in controversy related to harbor lines in Boston 
and were not police .regulations affecting the public health." 

In Rhode Island, also, in the case of Harrington vs. Board of Alder- 
men (20 R. L, 2ss), a similar statute providing for the drainage of land 
into sewers and directing the removal of privy vaults, was upheld as 
constitutional because a proper exercise of the police power. Various 
definitions of the police power are therein given, including that of Chief 
Justice Shaw in Commonwealth vs. Alger (7 Cush.. 53, 85), wherein he 
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distinguishes it from the right of eminent domain as follows : " The power 
we allude to is rather the police power, the power vested in the Legislature 
by the constitution to make, or ordain and establish all manner of whole- 
some and reasonable laws, statutes and ordinances,, either with penalties 
or without, not /repugnant to the constitution, as they, shall judge to be for 
the good and welfare of the common good and the subjects of the same. 
* * * Nor does the prohibition of such noxious use of property, a 
prohibition imposed before such use would be injurious to the public, 
although it may diminish the profits of the owner, make it an appropria- 
tion to a public use, so as to entitle the owner to compensation. * ♦ * 
If a landlord could let his building for a smallpox hospital or a slaughter 
house he might obtain an increased rent. But he is . restrained ; not 
because the public have occasion to make the like use or to make any use 
of the property, or to take any benefit or profit to themselves from it, but 
because it would be a noxious use contrary to the maxim, sic utere tuo, 
ut alienutn non laedas. It is not an appropriation of the property to a 
public use, but the restraint of an injurious private use by the owner and 
is therefore not within the principle of prpperty taken under the right of 
eminent domain." And it is said in that case with respect to the recep- 
tacles known as privy vaults : " It is common knowledge that the con- 
dition in which they shall be kept and allowed to exist, their construction, 
their locality, the time and manner of removing their contents have, 
especially in cities, been subjected to sharp police regulations. * * * 
Their very presence is a menace to comfort and health and a source of 
apprehension to the neighborhood. The best that can be done so long as 
they exist is to reduce the dangers within them to the minimum and 
which, if vigilance be relaxed soon loom to the maximum. * * * But 
it is contendend on the part of the appellants that the privy vault itself 
when properly used is neither a nuisance nor injurious to health or com- 
fort; that it only becomes so when not properly cared for, and therefore, 
that its abuse or improper use alone makes it subject to police regulation 
and suppression. The storage of gun powder, the existence of buildings 
of such character and condition as to make them liable to catch fire in 
thickly settled neighborhoods, have frequently been the subject of police 
regulation and suppression, but neither would do any actual harm until 
carelessness, accident or some unforeseen agency set them on fire, an 
event that might never happen; and yet the menace and the apprehension 
caused by their presence have been frequently deemed sufficient to justify 
their removal under the police power." The principles thus enunciated in 
other jurisdictions have found sanction in our own courts; and the sub- 
ject of the police power received an ample discussion in the case of 
Health Dept. vs. Rector (145 N. Y., 32), wherein the provisions of the 
Consolidation Act requiring in tenement houses adequate facilities for 
the supply of water were under consideration; and it was said: "Laws 
and regulations of a police nature, though they may disturb the enjoyment 
of individual rights, are not unconstitutional, though no provision is made 
for compensation for such disturbances. They do not appropriate private 
property for public u.se but simply regulate its use and enjoyment by the 
owiler. If we suffer injury it is either damnum absque injuria, or, in the 
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theory of the law, he is compensated for it by sharing in the general 
benefits which the regulations are intended and calculated to secure. 
* * * The State, or its agent in enforcing its mandate, takes no prop- 
erty of the citizen when it simply directs the making of these improve- 
ment. ♦ * * One of the late instances of this kind of legislation is 
to be found in the law regulating manufacturing establishments. * * * 
The provisions of that act could not be caried out without the expenditure 
of a considerable sum by the owners of a then existing factory. * * * 
Any one in a crowded city who desires to erect a building is subject at 
every turn almost, to the exactions of the law in regard to provisions for 
health, for safety from fire and for other purposes. * * * Under the 
police power persons and property are subject to all kinds of restraints and 
burdens in order to secure the general comfort and health of the public. * * * 
The tenement house in New York is a subject of very great thought and 
anxiety to the residents of that city. The numbers of people that live in 
such houses, their size, their ventilation, their cleanliness, their liability to 
fires, the exposure of their occupants to contagious diseases and the con- 
sequent spread of the contagion through the city and the country * * * 
all these are subjects which must arouse the attention of the Legislator and 
which it behooves him to see to in order that such laws are enacted as 
shall directly tend to the improvement of the health, safety and morals of 
those men and women that are to be found in such houses. * * * We 
feel that we ought to inspect with very g^eat care any law in regard to 
tenement houses in New York and to hesitate before declaring any such 
law invalid so long as it seems to tend plainly in the direction we have 
spoken of and to be reasonable in its provisions. If we can see that the 
object of this law is without doubt the promotion or the protection of the 
health of the inmates of these "houses or the preservation of the houses 
themselves and consequently much other property from loss or destruction 
by fire, and if the act can be enforced at a reasonable cost to the owner, 
then in our opinion it ought to be sustained." In the light of these 
authorities we think that the provisions of law here presented are such as 
the Legislature in the exercise of the police power of the State may enact 
and that the constitutional rights of the defendant have in no way been 
violated. There is and can be no object in this law other than the pres- 
ervation of the public health in the suppression of the source of disease 
and contagion, and the substitution of improved sanitary accommodations. 
These new accommodations are only such as after investigation the Legis- 
lature has concluded are of actual necessity in preventing unhealthful 
surroundings ; and we cannot say that they show themselves to be of such 
an unreasonable nature as to warrant us in declaring the law an unconsti- 
tutional invasion of the defendant's rights, nor, as stated, do we feel called 
upon to discuss at length the many points presented in the affidavits sub- 
mitted upon the motion as to school sinks are safe and reliable and the 
changes proposed are unwise and unnecessary. Upon its face the law does 
not present an unreasonable requirement either as to the nature of the 
changes directed or the expense entailed by them, and as the statute is one 
which prescribes a general regulation not dependent upon a determination 
as to the dangerous character of the evil sought to be abated, we are not 
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obliged in every instance to pass upon the reasonableness of its enforce- 
ment. The distinction thus to be made is defined in Fire Department of 
New York vs. Gilmour (149 N. Y., 453), wherein the Court says: "In 
other words where the Legislature in the exercise of the police power 
enacts a regulation defining the duty of citizens, either in respect to their 
personal conduct or the use of their property, the reasonableness of the 
thing enjoined or prohibited is not an open question because the supreme 
legislative power has determined it by enacting the rule (See Dil. on Mun. 
Cor., sec. 328 and cases cited). But where the Legislature * * * enacts 
no general rule of conduct but invests a subordinate board with the power 
to investigate and determine the fact whether in any special case any use 
is made of property * * * dangerous on account of its liability to 
originate or extend a conflagration * * * then we are of opinion th<at 
in such cases the reasonableness of the determination of the board or of 
the order * * * is open to contestation by the party affected thereby." 

This rule was considered at length in the case of People ex rel. Kem- 
mler vs. Durston (55 Hun, 64) affd. 119 N. Y., 569; sub. notn. Matter of 
Kemmler, 136 U. S., 436), an action brought to test the constitutionality of 
the electrocution law (See Laws of 1888, chap. 489) ; and it was said in the 
opinion of the General Term : " No rule of law is better settled than that 
every intendment is in favor of the constitutional validity of legislative 
acts. (The People vs. Home Ins. Co., 92 N. Y., 328; Matter of Elevated 
R. R. Co., 70 id., 327; the People ex rel. Bolton vs. Albertson, 55 id., 50). 
The rule includes intendments of fact as well as of legal interpretation, 
and we are bound to presume that the Legislatuire knew, even though the 
Court may be ignorant, of the facts necessarily involved in the legislative 
action. In this respect the presumption* which arises upon the statute 
must be conclusive on the Court and not liable to be rebutted by proof 
aliunde. * * * In the case of Matter of Elevated Railroad Company 
(supra) it was said that the Courts cannot take proofs aliunde for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether a statute, valid and regular on its face, 
is unconstitutional." And in the opinion of the Court of Appeals it was 
said : " If it cannot be made to appear that a law is in conflict with the 
Constitution by argument deduced from the language of the law itself or 
from matters of which a Court can take judicial notice, then the act must 
stand. The testimony of expert or other witnesses is not admissible to 
show that in carrying out a law enacted by the Legislature some pro- 
vision of the Constitution may possibly be violated. * * * Whether the 
use of electricity as an agency for producing death constituted a more 
humane method * * * was a question for the determination of the 
Legislature." Thereafter the Court says : " The testimony * * * 
while not available to impeach the validity of the legislation, may, we 
think, be regarded as a valuable collection of facts and opinions * * ♦ 
as part of the argument for the relator, but nothing more. We have ex- 
amined this testimony and * * * agree with the Court below that it 
removes every reasonable doubt that the application of electricity * * * 
in the manner contemplated by the statute must result in instantaneous and 
consequently in painless death." 
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A similar case is that of People vs. Cipperly (37 Hun, 324; loi N. Y. 
634) sustaining the constitutionality 6i the statute which forbade the sale 
of adulterated milk (Laws of 1884, chap. 202) wherein it was said : " But 
the defendant takes the broader ground that the Legislature cannot, under 
the Constitution, prohibit the sale of milk drawn from healthy cows which 
in its natural state falls below the standard fixed by the act, unless such 
milk or the articles made from it are in fact unwholesome or dangerous to 
public health. How is that question of fact to be determined? The Court 
cannot take judicial notice whether milk below the standard is or is not 
unwholesome or dangerous to public health. Is that to be a question for 
the jury? If so, the Court must charge a jury in each case that if they 
find milk below that standard to be unwholesome then the statute is con- 
stitutional; if they find it to be wholesome, then the statute is uncon- 
stitutional. Evidently a constitutional question cannot be settled, or rather, 
unsettled, in that way. The constitutionality would vary with the varying 
judgments of juries." 

In the case at bar it is conceded that the requirement of the statute was 
not complied with and the nature of the changes directed is not disputed 
and their cost compared with the value of the premises appears ; and in this 
action brought to enjoin the continuance of the school sink and to enforce 
the substitution therefore of the accommodations prescribed in the act, no 
question remained excepting whether upon its face the provision of the act 
was unconstitutional. This was purely a question of law, and, hence, the 
disposition of the issue presented by an order was proper and sufficient to 
raise the question upon this appeal. 

We have not overlooked the contention based upon the relation of the 
cost of removing the school sink and replacing it by other accommodations, 
to the equity which the defendant has in the property.. It would appear 
that the effect of the change would be to practically wipe out the de- 
fendant's equity and thus, so far as she is concerned, the law will if 
enforced be a great hardship. It will be noticed that her equity is about 
one-third of the full value of the premises; but, apart from this, if the 
extent of the injury which would be inflicted upon a particular individual 
was controlling upon the constitutionality of the act, then it would be 
difficult if not impossible to have any fixed criterion for determining its 
constitutionality, because, with respect to the value of certain premises on 
which a school sink was required to be replaced, the cost as compared with 
the value of the property might be very small, whereas in the case at bar 
it equals and we can conceive of instances where it might exceed the 
equity of the owner. We have examined the affidavits upon the subject of 
the character of the premises, the conditions prevailing and the advisability 
of the changes, but think that they present considerations which are propea- 
to be addressed to the Legislature and not to the Court. 

Our conclusion is that the law assailed is constitutional and that the 
order should accordingly be affirmed, with costs and disbursements. 

Van Brunt, P. J., Patterson, McLaughlin and Laughlin, //., concurred. 

Order affirmed, with ten dollars costs and disbursements. 
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No. I. — Four-family-on-a-floor 
tenement. Corner lot, 20 feet by 
100 feet. Building six stories 
and cellar in height. One 2- 
room and three 3-room apart- 
ments each floor, making eleven 
rooms. 
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No. 2. — One-family-on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 20 feet by 
97 feet 7 inches. Building, cellar and three stories. One 6-room 
apartment with bath, each floor. Shows large rooms obtained 
on 20-foot lot. 



Digitized by 



Google 



158 




BedRoom 

9; ox. I 0^6 






PflRL-oR ~ BroKooM 




I I 



No. 3. — One-family-on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 2"; feet by 
120 feet; building, 62 feet deep. Cellar and three stories. 
One 7-rooin apartment with bath on each floor. Shows large 
rooms and through court space on 25-foot lot. 
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No. 4. — Elevator apartment house. Two families and twelve 
rooms on each floor, in two apartments of six rooms each. In- 
terior lot, 39 feet by 100 feet. Building, six stories and cellar 
in height. 
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No. 5. — Three-family-on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 40 feet by 
99 feet II inches. Building, six stories and cellar in height. One 
5-room and two 6-room apartments on each floor, making seventeen 
rooms. 
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No. 6. — Four-family-on-a-tloor flat. Interior lot, 44 feet 8 inches by 
100 feet. Building, six stories and cellar in height. Twenty rooms on 
each floor in one 4-, two s- and one 6-roora apartments. 
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No. 7. — Five-family-on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 50 feet by 100 feet. Building, 
cellar and five stories in height. Two 5-room and three 4-room apartments on each 
Hoor. Twenty-two rooms on each floor and each apartment provided with bath. 
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No. 8. — Seven-family-on-a-floor tenement. Interior lot, 50 feet by 100 feet 
S inches. Building, six stories and cellar in height. Twenty-three rooms on each 
floor, in five 3-room and two 4rcom apartments. 
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No. 9. — Seven-family-on-a-floor tenement. Interior lot. 50 feet by 103 
feet 3 inches. Building, six stories and cellar in height. Twenty-four rooms 
on each floor in four 3-room and three 4-room apartments. No baths. 
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No. 10. — Plan, showing building having outer courts exceeding the usual 
dimensions. Six-family-on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 50 feet 3 inches by 120 
feet 9 13/16 inches by 50 feet 2 inches by 124 feet. Building, cellar and six 
stories in height. One 3-room apartment, three 4-room apartments and two 
5-room apartments each floor. Twenty-five rooms each floor, and each apart- 
ment provided with bath. 
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No. II. — Six- family on-a-floor flat. Interior lot, 59 feet 3% inches by 61 feet 
3% inches by 83 feet 7 inches. Building, cellar and five stories in height. Three 
3-room apartments and three 4-room a'^artments on each floor. Selected as show- 
ing what may be done with an irregularly shaded plot. 
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No. 12. — Elevator' apartment house. Four families occupying 22 rooms on each 
floor, in one 7-, one 6-, one 5- and one 4-room apartment. Interior lot, 60 feet by 
104 feet. Building, six stories and cellar in height. 
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No. 13. — Elevator apartment house. Three families occupying 22 rooms on each 
floor, in one 6-room and two 8-room apartments. Fireproof outside stairs in lieu of 
fire-escapes for front apartments. Interior lot, 75 feet by 86 feet. Building, six 
stories and cellar in height. 
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No. 14. — Elevator apartment house. Four families occupying 30 rooms on a 
floor. One 6-, one 7-, one 8- and one g-room apartment on each floor. Interior 
lot, 100 feet by 100 feet 11 inches. Building, six stories and cellar in height. Fire- 
proof outside stairs in lieu of fire-escapes on front of building. 
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No. 15. — Fireproof elevator apartment house. Four families occupying 28 rooms 
on a floor. Two 6- and two 8-room apartments on each floor. Interior lot, 100 feet 
by 102 feet 2 inches. Building, ten stories and cellar in height. 



Digitized by 



Google 



171 

STATISTICAL TABLES SHOWING THE WORK OF THE 

TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT, CITY 

OF NEW. YORK, FOR 1906. 

New York, January 9, 1906. 
Hon. EDMOND J. BUTLER, Commissioner: 

Sir — I have the honor to transmit the following tabulated 
statement of the work of the Tenement House Department for 
the period January i to December 31, 1906, inclusive. 
Respectfully submitted, 

KATE HOLLADAY CLAGHORN, Registrar. 

ANNUAL, SUMMARY AND COMPARATIVE TABLES. 
Number of Violations Filed, Dismissed and Canceled, from January i to December 31, 

1906, Inclusive. 



Manhattan. 



The 
Bronx. 



Rich- New York 
Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Old Building Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 68,639 

Filed 36,877 

Dismissed ■ 50,181 

Canceled 16,723 

Pending December 31, 1906 38,612 

New Building Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 147 

Filed 2,562 

Dismissed 1.879 

Canceled 116 

Pending December 31, 1906 714 

Alteration Violations — 

Pending January 1, 1906 i»37i 

Filed 2,864 

Dismissed 1,910 

Canceled 128 

Pending December 31, 1906 2,197 

Prostitution Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 

Filed '22 

Dismissed 21 

Canceled .... 

Pending December 31, 1906 i 

Total Violations- 
Pending January i, 1906 70,157 

Filed 42,325 

Dismissed 53,99i 

Canceled 16,967 

Pending December 31, 1906 41,524 



4,175 


12,926 


792 


529 


87,061 


7,037 


16,443 


346 


64 


60,767 


7,104 


15,861 


42s 


168 


73,739 


386 


1,364 


40 


19 


18,532 


3,722 


12,144 


673 


406 


55.557 


242 


1,200 


326 


.... 


1,915 


1,506 


2,745 


339 


XI 


7,163 


1,306 


1,627 


138 


2 


4,952 


34 


7 




.... 


157 


408 


2,311 


527 


9 


3.969 


73 


1,832 


"3 


42 


3.431 


251 


1.813 


79 


36 


5.043 


167 


657 


18 


15 


2,767 


18 


87 





3 


236 


139 


2,901 


174 


60 


5.471 



4,490 


15,960 


1,231 


571 


92,409 


8,794 


21,001 


764 


III 


72,995 


8,577 


18,146 


581 


185 


81,480 


438 


1,458 


40 


22 


18,925 


4,269 


17,357 


1,374 


475 


64,999 
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Comparative Table, Violations Filed, 
Filed. 

A 

Aug. I, 1902, Jan. I Jan. i Jan. i 

to to to to 

Dec. 31, 1903. Dec. 31, 1904. Dec. 31, 1905. Dec. 31, 1906. 

Manhattan 47*132 66,195 83,038 42,325 

The Bronx 2.212 5.217 6,841 8,794 

Brooklyn 23,0$$ 18,898 25,018 21,001 

Queens X1292 863 i>348 764 

Richmond 794 360 524 1 1 1 

New York City 74>483 91.532 115.769 72.995 

•Owing to error in previous reports of the Department (1902-1903, and July 1 to December 
that given for cases dismissed, for period ending December 31, 1903. 

Percentages 



Filed. 



Aug. I, 1902, Jan. I Jan. i Jan. t 

to to to to 

Dec. 31, 1903. Dec. 31, 1904., Dec. 31,1905. Dec. 31, 1906. 



Manhattan 63 . 27 

The Bronx 2.97 

Brooklyn 30.95 

Queens 1.74 

Richmond i . 07 

New York City 1 00 . 00 



72.32 


70.84 


57.98 


5.70 


5.95 


12.05 


20.65 


21.60 


28.77 


.94 


1. 16 


1.05 


.39 


.45 


.15 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 



Comparative Table of Violations Filed, Canceled and Pending 

August I, 1902, July I, 1903. 

New York City. to to 

June 30, 1903. Dec. 31, i903' 

Violations pending at beginning of period * 21,824 

Violations filed during period 51.981 22,502 

Violations dismissed during period 28,726 ] 

y 30,886 

Violations canceled during period 2,731 J 

Violations pending at close of period 20,524 1 3.440 

Ratio of dismissed and canceled to filed in each period, filed 

equaling 100 60.2 i37>o 

•Discrepancy exists in previously printed reports of the Department. 
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Dismissed, Canceled and Pending, by Boroughs. 





Dismissed and Canceled. 






Pending. 

A 




Aug. 1, 1902, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1903. 


Jan. I, 1904, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1904. 


Jan. 1, 1905, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1905. 


Jan. I, 190b, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1906. 


Dec. 31, 
1903. 


Dec. 31, 
1904. 


Dec. 31, 
1905. 


Uec. 31, 
190b. 


39,746 


42,847 


42,625 


70,958 


*7,396 


30,744 


70,157 


41,524 


i»534 


2,199 


6,047 


9,ois 


678 


3.696 


4,490 


4,269 


19,148 


17,622 


15,180 


19,604 


•4.846 


6,122 


15.960 


17.357 


1,119 


737 


497 


621 


*255 


380 


1,231 


1.374 


796 


291 


287 


207 


*265 


334 


571 


475 


62,343 


63.696 


64,636 


100,405 


* 1 3,440 


41,276 


92,409 


64.999 



31, 1903), cases pending December 31, 1903, do not equal number given for cases filed minus 

of Above. 





Dismissed and Canceled. 

A 






Pending. 




Aug. 1, 1902, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1903. 


Jan. 
Dec. 


I, 1904, 
to 
31, 1904. 


Jan. 
Dec. 


I, 1905, 
to 
31, 1905. 


Jan. I, 1906, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1906. 


f 

Dec. 31, 
1903. 


Dec. 31, 
1904. 


Dec. 31, 
1905. 


^ 

Dec. 31, 
1906. 


63.7s 




67.26 




65.9s 


70.67 


55.03 


74.48 


75.92 


63.89 


2.46 




3.45 




9.36 


8.98 


5.04 


8.96 


4.86 


6.57 


30.71 




27.67 




23.48 


19-52 


36.06 


14.83 


17.27 


26.70 


1.80 




1. 16 




'77 


.62 


1.90 


.92 


1.33 


2.11 


1.28 




.46 




.44 


.21 


1.97 


.81 


.62 


.73 


100.00 




100.00 




100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


1 00 . ou 


100.00 



Since the Organization of the Tenement House Department. 



Jan. I, 1904, 

to 
June 30, 1904. 


July 1, 1904, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1904. 


Jan. I, 190S, 

to 
June 30, 1905. 


July I, 1905, 

to 
Dec. 31, 1905. 


Jan. I, 1906, 

to 
June 30, 1906. 


July I, 1906, 

to 
Dec. 31,1906. 


13.440 


20,221 


41,276 


83,399 


92,409 


69.858 


28,383 


63,149 


67,488 


48,281 


37,934 


35.061 


f 20,318 
I 1,284 


41,093 


22,Z77 


24,484 


46,874 


34,606 


1,001 


2,988 


14,787 


13,611 


•5,314 


20,221 


41.276 


83,399 


92,409 


69,858 


64,999 


76.1 


66.6 


37.6 


81.3 


1.59.4 


"3-9 
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Items of Work Accomplished. 



New York City (all boroughs). 



August, 1903, 
to December Year 1904. 
3i» 1903- 



Year 1905. Year 1906. 



Cleaning 168,484 

Plumbing (except water closets and water sup- 
ply) 38,091 

Water closets (cleaning or repairing) '. 58,416 

Water supply 2,742 

Repairs (except water closets) 22,365 

Fire Escapes — 

New, provided 5.592 

Wood floor slats replaced with iron 11,671 

Other egress 2,087 

Incumbrances removed i,747 

Hall lighting 3.876 

Stiuctural Changes in Old Buildings — 

School sinks removed 16 

Privies or cesspools removed .... 

Water closets provided 999 

Glass panels in hall doors provided 1,496 

Skylights provided .... 

Windows cut in dark rooms 44° 

Unlawful Use- 
Permits for cellar and basement rooms 364 

Rooms vacated 134 

Keeping of animals discontinued 344 

Stable discontinued 95 

Storage of rags 323 

Other 93 



100,273 


59,613 


128,9-8 


48,667 


26,652 


57*523 


60,828 


40,651 


92,690 


3,647 


2,424 


3,579 


17,838 


12,676 


26,009 


3,935 


10,565 


14,416 


4.772 


4,117 


4,242 


4.650 


12,154 


19,777 


2,871 


10,712 


26,114 


939 


3,928 


8,714 


121 


418 


1,780 


614 


564 


525 


1,058 


3,280 


8,565 


1,060 


716 


3,244 


394 


732 


1,014 


2,314 


1,837 


7,348 


439 


255 


267 


126 


48 


464 


188 


176 


265 


35 


28 


49 


225 


54 


235 


79 


73 


185 



Work of the Vacation Division, Manhattan Borough, January i to December 31, 1906, 

Inclusive. 



New 
Year. Sanitary. Special. Building. Alteration. Total. 



Grand 
Total. 



Issued . . . 
Recertified 



Vacated 



1906 


139 


579 


1906 


5 


32 


1905 


8 


ID 


1904 


I 


. •• 


1906 


74 


135 


1905 


3 


4 



729 

37 
19 



211 
7 



729 



57 



218 
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Year. 


Sanitary. 


Special. 


New 

Building. 


Alteration. 


Total. 


Grand 
ToUl. 




1906 


46 


293 


7 


3 


349 




Dismissed 


1905 

1904 

.1903 


118 
6 

1 


*i93 


6 


•• 


3^7 
6 

I 


673 








1906 


92 


288 


I 


.. 


381 






1905 


65 


26 


5 




96 




Pending 


1904 
1903 


2 
I 


•• 


•• 


;: 


2 
I 






. 1902 


•• 


•• 


I 




' 


481 

















* 92 "special" cases superseded and 10 1 dismissed. 
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Number of Complaints and 



New York City (all boroughs). 



August, 1902, 
to December 31, 1903. 



Number 
of Complaints. 



Per 
Cent. 



Complaints received 

Signed 

Anonymous 

Previously acted 'on 

Violations issued 

Cause of complaint removed 

No basis 

Filed 

Referred to other departroemts or organizations.. 
No violation or jurisdiction or indefinite address. 
Pending at date of report 

Total 



53.139 

I4>493 
38,646 



6,720 


12.65 


27,025 


50.86 


4,018 


7.56 


8.872 


16.70 


1,089 


2.05 


2,830 


S'3^ 


2,585- 


4.86 



53,139 



Nature of Complaints Received by the Tenement House 



Chimneys 

Cleanliness, lack of 

Dampness 

Drainage imperfect 

Fire, danger from 

Garbage and ashes ; 

Light insufficient (day) 

Light insufficient (night) 

Plumbing defective (except water closets and 
water supply) 

Repairs needed 

Unlawful practices or use of premises 

Ventilation 



Manhattan. 

A 


The Bronx. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per^ 
Cent. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per^ 
Cent. 


553 


1.24 


21 


1.20 


15,280 


34-20 


529 


30.18 


1,081 


2.42 


41 


2.34 


1.039 


2.33 


52 


2.97 


2,111 


4.73 


161 


9.18 


354 


.79 


12 


.68 


422 


.94 


28 


1.60 


1,563 


3.50 


119 


6.79 


3»523 


7.89 


127 


7.24 


2,525 


5.65 


66 


3.76 


1,277 


2.86 


103 


5.87 


188 


.42 


7 


.40 
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Action Taken Thereon. 



1904. 




1905. 






1906. 




Number 
of Complaints. 


Per 

Cent. 


Number 
of Complaints. 


Per' 
Cent. 


Number 
of Complaints. 


Cent. 


51.388 


100.00 


51,173 


100.00 
23.44 


43,750 




100.00 


14,486 


28.19 


11,996 


10,625 


24.29 


36,902 


71.81 


39,177 


76.56 


33,125 




75.71 


7.398 


14.40 


9,184 


17.95 


8,235 




18.82 


23,847 


46.40 


24,456 


47.79 


18,208 




41.62 


4,657 


9.06 


3,556 


6.95 


4,077 




9.32 


8,541 


16.62 


6,715 


13.12 


6,012 




13.74 






i,33> 


2.60 


1,596 




3.6s 


2,958 


5.76 


2,971 


5.81 


2,205 




5.04 


3,987 


7.76 


2,955 


5.77 


2,892 




6.61 






5 


.01 


52s 




1.20 


51,388 


100.00 


5x,i73 


100.00 


43,750 




100.00 



Department, January i to December 3I/ 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn 




Queens. 




Richmond. 


New York 

A. 

Items of 
Complaint. 


City. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per^ 
Cent. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per ^ 
Cent. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per ^ 

Cent. 


Per^ 
Cent. 


116 


1.06 


.... 


.... 


.... 


. 




690 


1. 19 


3,621 


33-21 


74 


20.85 


4 


7 


27 


19,508 


33.79 


336 


3.08 


15 


4.23 





. 


.. 


1,473 


2.5s 


138 


1.27 


2 


.56 





• 


•• 


1,231 


2.13 


976 


8.95 


50 


14.09 


18 


32 


73 


3,316 


5.74 


lOI 


.93 


3 


.84 


.... 




•. 


470 


.81 


86 


•79 














536 


.93 


780 


7-15 


I 


.28 





. 


.. 


2.463 


4.27 


1,048 


9.61 


* 

54 


15.21 - 


9 


16 


36 


4,761 


8.2s 


242 


2.22 


9 


2.54 





. 




2,842 


4.92 


579 


5-31 


24 


6.76 




I 


82 


1,984 


3.44 


66 


.61 


2 


.56 








263 


.45 
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Water closets 

Water supply 

Miscellaneous 

Total items of complaint 44.672 

Per cent, total items for each borough 77.37 



Manhattan. 

A 


The Bronx. 


Items of Per 
Complaint. Cent. 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per^ 
Cent. 


6,889 15.42 


167 


9.53 


4,059 9.09 


76 


4.34 


3,808 8.53 


244 


13.92 



1,753 



3.04 



Comparative Summary Table of Nature 



Ventilation — 

Windows cut in interior rooms 

Other (scuttle, etc.) 

Hall, Lighting- 
Day: 

Skylight, provide 793 

Wood panels, hall doors, remove .... 3J2 

Night: 

Light gas in halls 1,648 

Painting 7,374 

Paving and grading 3,865 

Repairs — 

General i4,745 

Roof leaks 6,296 

Unlawful use 378 

Protection from Fire — 

Provide new fire escapes 1,389 

Remove encumbrances 6,742 

Other orders relating to protection from 

fire 13,306 

Drainage 1,300 

Water Closets- 
Remove school sink 3,507 

Provide or remove water closets 1,156 

Repair or cleanse water closets 17,232 





Manhattan. 




The Bronx 


. 


f 

1905. 


1906. 


Excess, 
1906. 


f ■ 
1905. 


1906. 


Excess, 
1906. 


661 


2,166 


1,505 




87 


87 


153 


146 


.... 


9 


104 


95 



2,586 


1,793 


14 


84 


70 


1,380 


1,008 


10 


38 


28 


45 


.... 


2,005 


600 


.... 


5,932 





670 


1,122 


450 


5,219 


1,354 


401 


716 


305 


14,353 


.... 


772 


1,233 


461 


3.586 





217 


347 


130 


1,092 


714 


36 


72 


36 


598 


.... 


589 


593 


4 


25 





734 


281 


.... 


6,303 





1,269 


4,033 


2,764 


1,497 


197 


162 


345 


183 


1,316 




26 


25 


.... 


1,149 





81 


40 




19.104 


1.872 


1,892 


4,234 


2.342 
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Brookly 


n. 




Queens. 


Richmond. 


New York 

Items of 
Complaint. 


Cityt 


Items of 
Complaint. 


Per' 
Cent. 


Items of Per 
Complaint. Cent 


Items of Per 
Complaint. Cent. 


Per^ 
Cent 


1.791 
391 
632 


16.42 
3. 59 

5. 80 




95 26.76 

6 1.69 

20 5.63 


23 41.82 


8.965 
4,53a . 
4,704 


15.53 
7.8s 
8.15 


10,903 


100.00 




3SS 100.00 


55 100.00 

.10 


57,738 
zoo. 00 


100.00 


18.88 




.61 




of Orders Issued, 1905 


and 


1906. 








Brooklyn. 






Queens. 


Richmond. 

A 


New York ( 

1905. 1906. 


:ity. 


1905. 1906. 


Excess, 
1906. 


1905. 


Excess, 
1906. 1906. 


Excess, 
1905. 1906. 1906. 


Excess, 
1906. 


57 589 
13 17 


532 
4 


2 


24 22 
2 2 


.... 10 10 


720 2,876 
175 269 


2,156 
94 



88 


1,203 


I. IIS 


4 


24 


20 


I 


5 


4 900 


3.902 


3,002 


58 


116 


58 


I 


10 


9 


I 


2 


I 442 


1,546 


1,104 


2,294 


1,282 


.... 


10 


4 


.... 


2 


.... 


5,959 


1,931 


.... 


1,277 


1,253 





2 


25 


23 


2 





9,325 


8,332 





252 


693 


441 


7 


22 


IS 


I 


2 


I 4,526 


6,652 


2,126 


2,111 


2,503 


392 


60 


75 


15 


29 


17 


17,717 


18,182 


46s 


563 


418 




16 


7 




8 


3 


7,100 


4,361 





344 


770 


426 


4 


30 


26 




.... 


762 


1,964 


1,202 


6,573 


5,892 


.... 


592 


32 


.... 


283 


5 


19,426 


7,120 


.... 


863 


169 





3 


8 


5 


2 





8,344 


483 





4,465 


5,689 


1,224 


41 


239 


198 


10 


24 


14 19,091 


16,288 




265 


351 


96 


9 


II - 


2 


.... 




1,736 


2,204 


468 


122 


77 


.... 


28 


24 


.... 


13 


3 


.... 3,696 


1,445 


.... 


681 


693 


12 


14 


13 





6 


I 


1,938 


1,896 




5,447 


4,608 




97 


131 


34 


71 


21 


24.739 


28,-098 


3.359 
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Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 
A 



1905. 



Excess, Excess, 

1906. 1906. 1905. 1906. 1906. 



Plumbing (other than water closets) 26,092 25,600 

Water supply 6,046 6,449 

Cleaning 37>9^9 30,542 

Shafts and courts 52 175 

Provide ash and garbage cans 3»498 2,053 

File owner's name 13*890 6,423 

Miscellaneous 118 211 

Provide janitor 127 34 

Total orders issued 178,659 137,984 



.... 


1,697 


2,051 


354 


403 


404 


709 


305 


.... 


2,487 


5,210 


2,723 


123 


96 


64 





.... 


505 


789 


284 




2,919 


3.836 


917 


93 


68 


399 


331 


.... 


4 


I 


.... 



17,067 28,113 11,046 



Proposed Alterations to Tenement Houses, 



Filed. 



Boroughs. 



Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated 
Cost. 


a.78s 


3,460 


$5,532,347 00 


224 


244 


185,496 00 


2,035 


2,283 


846,005 00 


58 


69 


20,465 00 


14 


14 


3.893 00 


5,1 16 


6,070 


$6,588,206 00 



Manhattan 

The Bronx 

Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

New York City. 



Percentages of Above Table, January 



Boroughs. 



Filed. 



Plans, 
Per 
Cent. 


Houses, 
Per 
Cent. 


Estimated 
Cost, 
Per 
Cent. 


54.44 


57.00 


83.97 


4.38 


4.02 


2.82 


39.78 


37.61 


12.84 


1. 13 


1.14 


.31 


,37 


.23 


.06 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 



Manhattan 

The Bronx 

Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

New York City. 
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1905. 



Brooklyn. 



1906. 



Excess, 
1906. 



1905. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



Excess, 
1906. 1906. 1905. 



New York City. 



Excess, 
1906. 1906. 



1905. 



Excess, 
1906. 1906. 



7,206 

1,069 

5^89 

8 

2,124 

6.873 

331 

52 



6,403 / 
1,421 
S.646 
82 
1,121 

259 

456 



48,825 41,713 



93 
22 

85 
21 
28 
471 
34 



1,644 



102 
IS 
75 
3 
25 
4 
47 



13 



80 

9 

72 

10 

127 

5 

3 



34 

5 

23 



161 



35,168 35,190 

7,550 8,599 

46,252 41,496 

177 324 

6,165 3,988 

24,280 10,525 

556 1,115 

186 37 



246,930 208,823 



559 



January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 





Withdrawn. 






. In Force. 




f 
Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated 
Cost. 


f 
Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated 
Ccst. 


14 


15 


$41,485 00 


2.771 


3,445 


$5,490,862 00 


8 


8 


11,250 00 


216 


236 


174,246 00 


38 


SI 


18,834 00 


1,997 


2,232 


827,171 00 


I 


I 


450 00 


57 


68 


20,015 00 




75 




»4 


14 


3.893 00 


61 


$72,019 00 


5,055 


5,995 


$6,516,187 00 



I to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 





Withdrawn. 

A 






In Force. 

A 




Plans, 
Per 
Cent. 


Houses, 
Per 
Cent. 


Estimated 
Cost, 
Per 
Cent. 


Plans, 
Per 
Cent. 


Houses, 
Per 
Cent. 


Estimated 
Cost, 
Per 
Cent. 


22.95 


20.00 


57.60 


54.82 


57.46 


84.27 


13. II 


10.67 


1S.62 


4.27 


3.94 


2.67 


62.30 


68.00 


26.15 


39.50 


37.23 


12.69 


1.64 


1.33 


.63 


1. 13 


1.14 


.31 


.00 


.00 


.00 


.28 


.23 


.06 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 
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New Tenements for Which Plans Were Filed, January i 



Plans. 

Boroughs. I • — ^ > 

Number. Per Cent. 

Manhattan 535 33.23 

The Bronx 380 12.16 

Brooklyn i»22i 53*02 

Queens 263 11.42 

Richmond 4 .17 

New York City 3,303 100.00 

Comparative Table Showing Number of Buildings for Which 

1902. 1903. 

f '^^^ ^ 

Percentage 
Boroughs. Number of Number of Increase 

Buildings. Buildings. Over 

Preceding 
Year. 

_ 

Manhattan .., 259 459 77* 00 

The Bronx 72 105 46.00 

Brooklyn 180 657 265.00 

Queens 51 141 176.00 

Richmond .... .... .... 

New York City 562 1*362 142.00 

Percentage of total buildings for which plans were filed each 

year 3.48 8.43 

• Decrease. 

Comparative Table Showing Number of Apartments in New Tenements 

1902. 1903. 

Percentage 
Boroughs. Number of Number of Increase 

Apart- Apart- Over 

ments. ments. Preceding 

Year. 

ManhatUn 5,706 10,656 87.00 

The Bronx 749 1,130 51.00 

Brooklyn 928 3,61 1 289. 00 

Queens 199 508 1 55 . 00 

•Richmond .... .... .... 

New York City 7,582 15,905 111.00 

Percentage total apartments each year 3.91 8.21 

• Decrease. 
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to December 31, 1906, Inclusive, and in Force the Latter Date. 



Buildings. 


Apartments. 


Estimated Cost. 

A. , 


Estimated 

Cost 

per Building, 

Approximate. 


Number. 


Per Cent.^ 


Number. 


Per Cent.^ 


Amount. 


Per Cent'. 


926 


18.01 


25,682 


43.01 


$55,299,400 00 


49.31 


$60,000 00 


475 


9.24 


9,001 


15.07 


15,716,300 00 


14.02 


33,000 00 


3,230 


62.84 


22,626 


37.89 


37,852,250 00 


33.76 


12,000 00 


S04 


9.81 


2,394 


4.01 


3,245,900 00 


2.89 


6,000 00 


5 


.10 


15 


.02 


23,500 00 


.02 


5,000 00 


5,140 


100.00 


59,718 


100.00 


$112,137,350 00 


100.00 





Plans Were Filed During the Years 1902 to 1906, Inclusive. 



1905. 



1906. 



Total. 



Number of 
Buildings. 


Percentage 
Increase 

Over 
Preceding 

Year. 


Number of 
Buildings. 


Percentage 
Increase 

Over 
Preceding 

Year. 


Number of 
Buildings. 


Percentage 
Increase 

Over 
Preceding 

Year. 


r 

Number of 
Buildings. 


1 

Percentage 
in Each 
Borough. 


834 


82.00 


1,444 


73.00 


926 


•36.00 


3.922 


24.30 


522 


397.00 


742 


42.00 


475 


•36.00 


1,916 


11.80 


1.433 


118.00 


2,864 


100.00 


3,230 


13.00 


8,364 


51.80 


387 


174.00 


858 


122.00 


504 


*4i.oo 


1,941 


la.oo 


I 


.... 


10 


.... 


5 




16 


.10 



3,177 



133.00 



5,918 



86.00 



'13.00 



16,159 



19.66 



36.62 



for Which Plans Were Filed During the Years 1902 to 1906, Inclusive. 



1904. 



1905. 



1906. 



Total, 1 902- 1 906. 



Percentage 
Number of Increase 
Apart- Over 

ments. Preceding 
Year. 



Percentage 
Number of Increase 
Apart- Over 

ments. Preceding 
Year. 



"^ r 



Percentage 

Number of Increase Number of Percentage 
Apart- Over Apart- in Each 

ments. Preceding ments. Borough. 

Year. 



20,102 

7,520 

8,082 

1,533 

3 



89.00 
565.00 
124.00 
202.00 



134.00 



36,311 
14,954 
18,296 
3,758 



73,339 



81.00 

99.00 

126.00 

145.00 



96.00 



25,682 
9,001 

22,626 

2,394 

15 

59,718 



•29.00 
*40 . 00 

24.00 
•36.00 



98,457 
33,354 

53,543 

8,392 

38 

193,784 



50.80 

17.20 

27.60 

4.30 

.10 



19.22 



37.85 



30.81 
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Comparative Table Showing Estimated Cost of New Tenements for 



Boroughs. 



Z902. 



Cost 
in Thou- 
sands. 



1903. 



Percentage 
Cost Increase 

in Thou- Over 

sands. Preceding 

Year. 



Manhattan $15,252 $25,102 65.00 

The Bronx i>769 2,405 36.00 

Brooklyn i>857 6,045 226.00 

Queens 203 6x2 aoz.oo 

Richmond .... .... .... 

New York City $19,081 $34,164 79.00 

Percentage total cost each year 4.89 8.75 



• Decrease. 



Location of New Tenements in Manhattan for Which Plans 



District. 



Number 

of 
Buildings. 



Below Fourteenth street, east 99 

Below Fourteenth street, west 11 

Fourteenth to Fifty-ninth street, east 55 

Fourteenth to Fifty-ninth street, west 17 

Fifty-ninth to Seventy-second street, east 41 

Fifty-ninth to Seventy-second street, west 14 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth street, east iii 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth street, west 48 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street, east 132 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street, west 271 

North of One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street 127 

Total 026 
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Which Plans Were Filed During the Years 1902 to 1906, Inclusive. 





1904. 




1 90s. 




1906. 


Total. 


Cost 
in Thou- 
sands. 


Percentage 
Increase 

Over 
Preceding 

Year. 


1 r 

Cost 
in Thou- 
sands. 


Percentage 

Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


Cost 
in Thou- 
sands. 


Percentage 
Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


Cost 

in Thou- 

sands. 


Percentage 

in Each 

Borough. 


$43,032 


71.00 


$77,603 


80.00 


$55,299 


•29.00 


$216,288 


55.40 


15,297 


536.00 


28,934 


89.00 


15,716 


•46.00 


64,121 


16.40 


18,899 


213.00 


34,437 


82.00 


37,852 


10.00 


99,090 


25.30 


1,880 


207.00 


5,004 


166.00 


3,246 


•35.00 


10,945 


2.80 


3 


.... 


43 


.... 


24 


.... 


70 


.10 


$79,1" 


136.00 


$146,021 


85.00 


$112,137 


.... 


$390,514 


xoo.oo 




20.26 




37.39 




28.71 




100.00 



Were Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Per Cent. 

of 
Buildings. 


Number 

of 

Apartments. 


Per Cent. 

of 

Apartments. 


Estimated Cost. 


Per Cent, 
of Cost 


Estimated Cost 

Per Building. 

(Approximated). 


• 
10.69 


2,903 


11.30 


$4,110,000 


00 


7.43 


$42,000 


00 


1. 19 


304 , 


1. 18 


480,000 


00 


.87 


44,000 


00 


5. 94 


1,606 


6.2s 


3,107,000 


00 


5.62 


56,000 


00 


1.84 


42s 


1.66 


788,000 


00 


1.42 


46,000 


00 


4.43 


1,202 


4. -68 


3,516,000 


00 


6.36 


86,000 


00 


1.51 


500 


1.95 


762,000 


00 


1.38 


54,000 


00 


11.99 


3,793 


14.77 


5,555,000 


00 


10.04 


50,000 


00 


5.18 


1,219 


4-75 


6,737,000 


00 


12.18 


140,000 


00 


14.2s 


3,842 


14.96 


5,869,400 


00 


10.61 


44,000 


00 


29.27 


7,093 


27.62 


18,155,000 


00 


32.8s 


67,000 


00 


13.71 


2,795 


10.88 


6,220,000 


00 


11.24 


49,000 


00 


100.00 


2S,682 


100.00* 


$55,299,400 


00 


100.00 


$60,000 


00 



/ 
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Height of New Tenements by Stories for Which Plans Were 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



« Buildings Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



One story 

Two stories 

Three stories 

Four stories 

Five stories 

Six stories 

Seven stories 

More than seven stories. 



Total 





.... 


5 


I. OS 






122 


25.69 




. II 


40 


8.42 


lOI 


10.91 


148 


31.16 


8oi 


86.50 


160 


33.68 


23 


2.48 




.... 


926 


100.00 


475 


200.00 



Number of New Tenements Provided With Baths for Which Plans 

Manhattan. The Bronx. 

, A ^ , A ^ 

r -\ r \ 

Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 

Each apartment provided with private bath * 593 64.04 356 74 '95 

Only some apartments provided with private bath.... 231 24.9s 64 13 -47 

No private bath 102 11. 01 55 11.58 

Total 926 100.00 475 100.00 



Outlook of Apartments in Tenement Houses for Which Plans 

Manhattan. The Bronx. 
K , X 

Apartments. Per Cent. Apartments. Per Cent. 

Street apartments 12,088 47*o7 4.042 44'9i 

Yard apartments 9.375 36.50 3,010 33*44 

Court apartments 3.947 I5'37 1.508 16.75 

Through apartments zyz i . 06 441 4« 90 

Total 25,682 100.00 9,001 100.00 
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Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brc 


oklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewYo 
Buildings. 


rk City. 


Buildings 




Per Cent 


Buildings. 


Per Cent? 


Buildings. Per Cent 


Per Cent? 


.... 






6 


1. 19 


, , , , 


6 


.12 


183 




5. 67 


225 


44.64 





413 


8.03 


1,690 




52.32 


241 


47.82 


5 100.00 


2,058 


40.04 


1,171 




36.25 


30 


5-95 


.... 


1,242 


24.16 


139 




4.30 


2 


.40 




390 


7-59 


47 




1.46 


.... 




.... 


1,008 
23 


19.61 
.45 


3»230 




100.00 


S04 


100.00 


5 100.00 


5,140 


100.00 



Were Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



New York City. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



2,881 



349 



89.20 



10.80 



455 



49 



90.28 



9.72 



60.00 



4,288 83.42 

295 5.74 

557 JO-84 



3,230 100.00 



504 100.00 



100.00 5>i40 100.00 



Were Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 

A 


New Yorl 

r ^ 
Apartments. 


: City. 


Apartments. 


Per Cent? 


Apartments. 


Per Cent.^ 


Apartments. Per Cent. 


Per Cent? 


5.175 


22.87 


145 


6.06 


• 


21,450 


35-92 


4.357 


19.26 


83 


3.47 


.... .... 


16,825 


28.17 


1,074 


4.75 


8 


.33 


.... .... 


6,537 


10.95 


12,020 


53.12 


2,158 


90.14 


15 100.00 


14,906 


24.96 


22,626 


100.00 


2,394 


100.00 


15 200.00 


59,718 


100.00 
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New Tenements Situated on Corner and Interior Lots for Which Plans Were Filed, 
January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 



Location. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. 



Estimated 
Cost 
Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing, Ap- 
proximate. 



Corner lots 193 20.84 $22,505,50000 

Interior lots 733 79- 16 32,793,90000 

Total 926 1 00 . 00 $55,299,400 00 

BOROUGH OF THE BRONX. 

Location. Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. 

Corner lots " 83 17.47 $4,208,50000 

Interior lots 392 82 . 53 1 1,507,800 00 

Total 475 100.00 $15,716,30000 

BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 

Location. Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. 

Corner lots 298 9.23 $5,514,90000 

Interior lots 2,932 90.77 32,337,350 00 

Total 3,230 100.00 •$37,852,25000 

BOROUGH OF QUEENS. 

Location. Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. 

Corner lots 58 11.51 $508,50000 

Interior lots 446 88.49 2,737,400 00 

Total 504 100 . 00 $3,245,900 00 



40.70 $117,000 00 
49.30 45,000 00 



100.00 $60,000 00 



Estimated 
Cost 
Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing, Ap- 
proximate. 



26.78 $51,000 00 

73.22 29,000 00 



100.00 $33,000 00 



Estimated 
Cost 
Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing. Ap- 
proximate. 



14.57 $19,000 00 

85.43 11,000 00 



100.00 $12,000 00 



Estimated 
Cost 
Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing, Ap- 
proximate. 



15.67 
84.33 



$9,000 00 
6,000 00 

$6,000 00 
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BOROUGH OF RICHMOND. 



Location. 



Estimated 
Cost 
Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing, Ap- 
proximate. 



Corner lots 
Interior lots 



Total. 



I 20 . 00 

4 80.00 



$5>50o 00 23.40 $5,500 00 

18,000 00 76.60 4,500 00 



5 100.00 



$23,500 00 100.00 $5,000 00 



NEW YORK CITY. 



Location. 



Estimated 
Cost 
Buildings. Per Cent. Estimated Cost. Per Cent. Per Build- 
ing, Ap- 
proximate. 



Corner lots 
Interior lots 



Total. 



633 12.31 $32,742,900 00 29.30 

4.507 87.69 79,394,450 00 70.70 



5,140 100.00 $112,137,350 00 100.00 
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Number of Families on Each Floor in New Tenements for 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



One family on each floor 3 • 3^ up 25 . 05 

Two families on each floor 16 i . 73 41 8.63 

Three families on each floor jz 7. 78 21 4.42 

Four families on each floor 332 35-85 98 20.63 

Five families on each floor 262 28. 29 no 23 . 16 

Six families on each floor 162 i7-So 59 12.42 

More than six families on each floor 79 8. 53 2j r . 69 

Total 926 103.00 47S 100.00 



Width of Lot of New Tenements for Which Plans Were 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



Lots under 25 feet 

Lots 25 feet 

Lots under z^y^ feet 

Lots nVi feet 

Lots under 40 feef 

Lots under 44 feet 

Lots 44 to 46 feet 

Lots under 50 feet 

Lots 50 feet 

Lots 65 feet and under. 
Lots 75 feet and under. 
Lots 90 feet and under. 
Lots 100 feet and under. 
Lots over 100 feet 

Total 



7 


.76 


114 


24.00 


44 


4-75 


71 


14.95 


75 


8.10 


38 


8.00 


"3 


12.20 


61 


12.82 


222 


23-97 


19 


3.99 


82 


8.86 


60 


12.60 


33 


3.56 


3 


.63 


47 


5.08 


II 


2.42 


183 


19.76 


70 


14.70 


42 


4.54 


17 


3.58 


28 


3-02 


2 


.42 





— 


3 


.63 


22 


2.38 


3 


.63 


28 


3-02 


3 


.63 


926 


100.00 


475 


100.00 
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Which Plans Were Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 

A. 


NewY( 
Buildings. 


jrk City. 


Buildings. 


Per Cent 


Buildings. 


Per Cent 


'Buildings. PepCent 


Per Cent 


573 


17-74 


74 


14.68 


5 100.00 


774 


15.06 


2,319 


71.80 


423 


83.93 


.... 


2,799 


54-46 


43 


1.33 


4 


.79 




140 


2.72 


147 


4-55 


3 


.60 




580 


11.28 


7^ 


2.3s 









448 


8.72 


67 


2.07 








288 


5-60 


5 


.16 


.... 


.... 




III 


2.16 


3»230 


100.00 


S04 


KOO.OO 


5 100.00 


5,140 


100.00 



Filed, January i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewYc 

Buildings. 


)rk City. 


feuildings. 


Per Cent 


Buildings. 


Per Cent.' 


'Buildings. Pei'Cent] 


Per Cent' 


1,259 


38.98 


60 


11.90 


2 40.00 


1,442 


28.05 


1,062 


32.88 


372 


73.81 


] 


20.00 


1,550 


30.16 


644 


19.94 


53 


10.51 




[ 20.00 


811 


15-78 


63 


1-95 


S 


.99 






242 
241 


4.71 
4.69 


84 


2.60 


7 


1.39 






23Z 


4-53 


5 


•15 










41 


.79 


19 


.59 


2 


.40 




.... 


79 


I- 53 


80 


2.48 


3 


.60 




I 20.00 


337 
59 


6.56 
1. 15 


12 


.37 


2 


.40 







44 


.86 


2 


.06 


504 


.... 


... 


.... 


5 
25 
31 


.10 

•49 
.60 


3,230 


100.00 


100.00 


5 100.00 


5,140 


100.00 
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NUMBER OF VIOLATIONS FILED, DISMISSED AND CANCELED. 
From January i to June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



The Rich- New York 

Manhattan. Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Old Building Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 68,639 

Filed 20,734 

Dismissed 31*807 

Canceled 12,536 

Pending June 30, 1906 45>o30 

New Building Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 147 

Filed 1,006 

Dismissed 668 

Canceled 51 

pending June 30, 1906 434 

Alteration Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 i,37i 

Filed 1,316 

Dismissed 828 

Canceled 58 

Pending June 30, 1906 1,801 

Prostitution Violations — 

Pending January i, 1906 .... 

Filed 21 

Dismissed 21 

Canceled .... 

Pending June 30, 1906 .... 

Total Violations- 
Pending January, i, 1906 70,157 

Filed 21,077 

Dismissed ZZ>Z^^ 

Canceled 1^645 

Pending June 30, 1906 47*265 



4.17s 


12,926 


792 


529 


87,061 


3,167 


8,509 


175 


16 


32,601 


ZaZ2 


8,170 


188 


93 


43,990 


183 


70s 


17 


12 


13,453 


3,427 


12,560 


762 


440 


62,219 


242 


1,200 


326 


• • . . 


1,915 


685 


1,198 


206 


I 


3,096 


. 487 


S13 


52 


I 


1,721 


IS 


6 








1^ 


425 


1,879 


480 


.... 


3,218 


73 


1,832 


"3 


42 


3,431 


100 


747 


34 


19 


2,216 


56 


250 


3 


5 


1,142 


3 


23 


.... 


2 


86 


114 


2,306 


144 


54 


4.419 



4,490 15,960 1,231 

3,952 10,454 415 

4,275 8,933 243 

201 734 17 

3,966 16,747 1,386 



571 92,409 

36 37,934 

99 46,874 

14 13,611 

494 69,858 
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From July i to December i, 1906, Inclusive. 



The Rich- New York 

Manhattan. Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Old Building Violations — 

Pending July i, 1906 45>030 

Filed 16,143 

Dismissed x8»374 

Canceled 4>x87 

Pending December 31, 1906 38,612 

New Building Violations — 

Pending July 1, 1906 434 

Filed 1,556 

Dismissed ... * x,ai z 

Canceled 65 

Pending December 31, 1906.. 714 

Alteration Violations — 

Pending July i, 1906 1,801 

Filed 1,548 

Dismissed 1,082 

Canceled 70 

Pending December 31, 1906 2,197 

Prostitution Violations- 
Pending July I, 1906 

Filed 1 

Dismissed .... 

Canceled .... 

Pending December 31, 1906 i 

Total Violations- 
Pending July I, 1906 47>365 

Filed 19,348 

Dismissed 20,667 

Canceled 4*322 

Pending December 31, 1906 41*524 



3,427 


12,560 


762 


440 


62,2x9 


3,870 


7,934 


171 


48 


28,166 


3.372 


7,691 


237 


75 


29,749 


203 


659 


23 


7 


5,079 


3,722 


12,144 


673 


406 


55,557 


425 


1,879 


480 


. . < . 


3,218 


821 


1,547 


133 


10 


4,067 


819 


1,114 


86 


I 


3,231 


19 


I 






85 


408 


2,3" 


527 


9 


3,969 


114 


2,306 


144 


54 


4.419 


151 


1,066 


45 


17 


2,827 


III 


407 


15 


10 


1,625 


IS 


64 





1 


ISO 


139 


2,901 


174 


60 


5,471 



3.966 


16,747 


1,386 


494 


69,858 


4,842 


10,547 


349 


75 


35,061 


4.302 


9,213 


338 


86 


34,60(5 


237 


724 


23 


8 


5.314 


4,269 


17,357 


1,374 


475 


64,699 



Digitized by 



Google 



194 



WORK ACCOMPLISHED BY THE TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT, AS 

SHOWN BY AN ITEMIZED TABULATION OF DISMISSED VIOLATIONS. 

From January i to June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Accumulations Removed from — 

Apartments 80 

Public parts of building 693 

Outside of building.... 4,810 

Ashes and Garbage — 

Receptacles provided 2,135 

Ceilings, Cleaned and Whitewashed — 

Of apartments 637 

Of public parts of building 9*244 

Ceilings, Repaired or Replastered — 

Of apartments 1,094 

Of public parts of building 867 

Cellar- 
Ceilings cleaned and whitewashed.. 4,380 
Ceilings repaired or replastered. . . . 1,320 
Walls cleaned and whitewashed.... 4,207 

Walls repaired or replastered 729 

Floors paved and concreted 48 

Floors repaired 991 

Accumulation removed 3,127 

General cleaning 197 

Chimneys — 

Provided 44 

Repaired 137 

Cleaning, Miscellaneous — 

Windows, transoms, etc 205 

Drains— 

For areas, courts, shafts and yards, 

provided 145 

Handhole cover of trap provided... 363 

Removed (earthenware) 18 

Fire Escapes — 

Wooden floors removed, iron substi- 
tuted 738 

' Stairways and ladders provided 660 

Painted 1,733 



5 


25 




I 


III 


IS 


127 


4 





839 


217 


1,073 


IS 


2 


6,117 



319 



16 



27 

89 



831 



30 


1,536 


195 


764 


558 


III 



3,399 



38 


211 


2 


.... 


888 


235 


474 


3 


3 


9,959 


51 


194 


6 


4 


1,299 


28 


112 


6 


3 


1,016 


772 


484 




.... 


5.637 


60 


10 


.... 





1,390 


837 


517 
7 




.... 


5,563 
736 


5 


34 


.... 




87 


218 


22 







1,232 


152 


858 
26 

2 


10 


4 


4,151 
223 

46 


20 


13 




2 


173 



17 



338 

213 

501 

18 

2,306 

1,638 

2,40a 
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Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Fire Escapes — 

Passageways for egress provided... i,oo6 

Provided 799 

Repaired 434 

Obstructions removed 713 

Cable fire escapes provided 33 

Ladder fire escapes provided .... 

Warning plates provided 4 

Openings closed in party walls 4 

Balconies from which incumbrances 

were removed 24,1 12 

Balconies provided 33 

Balconies extended 69 

Landing platforms provided 254 

Fireproofed — 

Bakery walls and ceilings 20 

Doors, windows and halls 42 

Floors Cleaned — 

In apartments 97 

In public parts of buildings 6,091 

Janitors — 

Provided 11 

Hall Lighting- 
Lights at night 964 

Wooden panels in doors removed.. 1.087 
Skylights in roofs provided or en- 
larged 175 

Louvres provided 16 

Dome lights removed 13 

Leaders and Gutters — 

Provided 30 

Repaired 943 

Obstructions removed 22 

Oilcloth and Carpets— 

In halls and stairs, cleaned.. 4>644 

Defective, in halls and stairs, re- 
moved 5.531 

Paper, Unclean, Removed — 

From apartments 31 

From public parts of buildings.;... 215 



605 


23 





... 


1,634 


... 


4.810 


176 


62 


5,847 


7a 


8x 


5 




592 


60 


747 







1,520 


262 


283 







588 


19 


32 


.... 




19 

36 

4 


255 


509 






24,876 


"5 


483 


20 




651 


I 


24 


.... 




94 


207 


20 


.... 




481 



67 



1,133 

9 



78 



28 



13 

405 



2,239 
23 
24 

49 

6 
194 



835 


6 


273 


379 


... 


92 


37 


175 



III 

6,568 



4,344 
1,119 

199 
37 
62 

36 
1,218 



5,486 
6,183 

123 
430 



Digitized by 



Google 



196 



Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Plumbing Fixtures — 
Wash tubs: 

Defective, replaced with new . . . 545 

Repaired 1,024 

Disused, removed 31 

Reset II 

Wash basins: 

Defective, replaced with new... 105 

Repaired 14 

Disused, removed 10 

Reset 40 

Sinks: 

Defective, replaced with new... 133 

Repaired 70 

Disused, removed 215 

Reset 547 

Defective, flashing removed.... 3,121 

Wood inclosures, removed ' 1,896 

Urinals: 

Disused, removed 9 

Repaired 6 

Bath tubs: 

Repaired 11 

Disused, removed 5 

New traps provided 271 

Traps repaired or sealed 3,667 

Woodwork inclosing, removed 39 

r'aucets repaired 4,093 

Faucets provided 446 

Plumbing Pipes — 

Defective, repaired 8,500 

Defective, replaced with new 899 

Extended 4 

Obstructions removed 1,601 

Paving and Grading — 

Areas, courts, shafts and yards, 

« new 4 

Areas, courts, shafts and yards, 

repaired 637 



46 


267 


80 


103 


2 


8 


•• 


2 


29 


19 


8 


5 



5 


23 


62 


53 


7 


40 


Sa 


112 


6 


160 


48 


3 


2 


5 


X 


3 



500 
so 
35 

157 



16 



I 

148 

1.237 

347 

175 

33 

769 
208 
126 
197 

25 

30 



6 

IS 



860 

1,215 

4X 

13 

153 
37 
II 

4« 

162 
i8s 
262 
712 
3,288 
1,947 

16 
II 



8 
437 

5,033 
392 

4,482 
S»3 

9,78s 

I,; 64 

174 

>,959 

29 
683 
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The Rich- New York 

Manhattan; - Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Privies and Cesspools — 

Accumulation of filth removed .... 

Woodwork, etc., repaired 

Removed... ...• 

Cesspools- provided .... 

Repairs— 

In apau:tments 333 

In public parts of buildings ^fSSo 

Roofs- 
Repaired 3>47o 

Accumulation removed 287 

Robms-^ 

Interior, windows provided 11967 

Shafts and Courts- 
Painted or whitewashed 4f3i5 

School Sinks-^ 

Removed 715 

Seats, floors, etc., cleaned 197 

Woodwork, etc., repaired. ' 15 

Flushed 128 

Unlawful Use— » 

Animals, keeping of, discontinued. . .... 

Cellar rooms, permits obtained 75 

. Combustibles* storage of« discon-* ^ . 

tinued 10 

Nuisances abated ' 43 

Rags or paper, storage of, discon- 
tinued 65 

Rooms, unsanitary, vacated 151 

Stables discontinued 3 

Wooden buildings on lots removed. 8 

Overcrowding discontinued .... 

Prostitution .... 

Walls Cleaned or. Whitewashed — 

Of apartments 673 

Of public parts of buildings 10,561 

Walls Repaired or Replastered — 

Of apartments 385 

Of public parts of buildings 494 



3 


15 


16 


4 


38 


I 


a 


I 


I 


5 


... 


1 55 


3 

2 


19 


177 

2 


17 


57 


2 


.... 


398 


153 


469 


5 


.... 


3.ao7 


133 


a33 


6 


4 


3.846 


2 ' 


17 


.... 


.... 


306 



^93 



1.990 



5.6a6 



5 


3 


. 


7»3 


... 


.... .. 


. 


197 


... 


.... 


. 


15 


... 


.... 




128 


... 


144 


2 


[ 147 


X 


14 




90 


I 


4 




15 


x8 


4 




65 


2 


42 




102 


9 


10 




170 


2 


18 




23 


... 


12 




20 


... 


I 




I 


2 







2 


34 


161 


6 


873 


313 


548 1 


7 1 


11,440 


zo 


86 


I ] 


483 


30 


75 


3 i 


^ 595 
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Mfohattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Water Closet»— 

Bowls cleaned 5*855 

Drip trays removed » if379 

Drip trays cleaned 175 

Defective, replaced with new 424 

Disused, removed 92 

Flushing apparatus repaired. .<,,.,. 4A90 

Flushing apparati^s replaced 36 

Obstructions removed 198 

^eset a,054 

Repaired 200 

Wood inclosures removed 729 

Woodwork repaired i>Si2 

Woodwork cleaned if5i2 

Deposit removed, cleaned, scraped 

and scrubbea 3*845 

Ceilings cleaned and repaired 2,865 

Walls cleaned and repaired 3.178 

^owls, new 601 

Bowls, reset 1,408 

Additional, provided 4.855 

Water Supply — 

Tanks provided 7 

Tanks repaired or covers provided. 263 

Tanks emptied and cleaned 151 

Pipes enlarged 

Supply maintained and operated... 760 

Woodwork Cleaned — 

In apartments 56 

In public parts of buildings 2,4x6 



127 


704 


7 




6,694 


934 


274 


.... 


.... 


12,587 
175 


115 


24 








563 


xo 


159 


.... 


.... 


26X 


585 


732 


16 




5.826 


2 


12 


4 




55 


10 


175 


3 




387 


542 


157 


I 


.... 


2,754 


40 


103 




.... 


343 


831 


945 






2,514 


SI 


.... 






1.563 


51 









1.563 


25 


705 


6 




4.582 


71 


178 






3."4 


83 


X67 






3.428 


... 


55 






657 

1.408 


3 


41 






4.899 


• • . 


.... 






7 


6 


7 

X 






276 
X52 


... 


134 


X 




136 


52 


543 
13 


4 


6 


1.365 
69 


51 


i^ 


.... 





2,510 
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From July i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Accumulations Removed From — 

Apartments 74 

Public parts of building 303 

Outside of building 3ii20 

Ashes and Garbage — 

Receptacles provided 916 

Ceilings, Cleaned and Whitewashed — 

Of apartments 501 

Of public parts of building 4,223 

Ceilings, Repaired and Plastewd — 

Of apartments , 770 

Of public parts 366 

CeUar— 

Ceiling cleaned and whitewashed... 2,470 

Ceilings plastered or rep^re^ 823 

Walls cleaned and whitewashed. . . . 2,685 

Walls repaired or replastered 128 

Floors paved and concreted 219 

Floors repaired 749 

Accumulations removed 1*832 

General cleaning 79 

Chimneys — 

Provided 18 

Repaired 97 

Cleaning, Miscellaneous — 

Windows, transoms, etc 130 

Drains — 

For areas, courts, shafts and yards, 

provided 179 

Handhole cover of trap, provided . . 208 

Earthenware house drain, removed. 11 

Fire Escapes — 

Wooden floors removed, iron sub- 
stituted , 492 

Stairways and ladders provided.... 1,056 

Painted i,575 

Passageways for egress provided. . . 1,269 

Provided 875 

Repaired 589 

Obstructions removed 649 

Cable fire escapes provided 47 

Ladder fire escapes provided .... 

Warning plates provided .... 



.... 


50 


3 




127 


28 


149 


3 





483 


302 


1,214 


6 


3 


4,64s 



365 



34 



962 



82 



2,258 



46 


490 


.... 


I 


1,038 


231 


678 


2 




5,134 


82 


229 


2 




1,083 


40 


1.17 


5 


3 


SSI 


1,061 


700 


7 


.... 


4,238 


52 


24 


3 





902 


1,037 


630 


6 




4.358 


IS 


6 








149 


5 


50 


2 




276 


220 


53 


4 





1,026 


207 


1,014 


II 


5 


3,069 


4 


I 






83 
19 


10 


8 


.... 




IIS 



248 



34 


68 


.... 




281 


81 


68 


I 


.... 


358 
II 


5 


1,419 


20 


.... 


1.936 


109 


153 


17 


7 


1,342 


965 


98 


5 




2,643 


867 


74 





.... 


2,310 


... 


6,406 


29^ 


57 


7,630 


104 


526 


12 


4 


1.235 


262 


1,057 


54 


I 


2,023 


140 


109 


6 





302 


30 




.... 


.... 


30 


3 


98 


6 


.... 


107 
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Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Fire Escapes — 

Openings closed in party walls 

' Balconies from which encumbrances 
were removed 

Balconies provided 

Balconies extended 

Landing platform provided 

Fireproofed — 

Bakery, walls and ceilings 

Doors, windows and halls 

Floors Cleaned — 

In apartments 

In public parts of building 

Janitor — 

Provided 

Hail Lighting- 
Lights at night 



Wooden panels in doors removed. . 
Skylights in roof provided or en- 
larged 

Louvres provided 

Dome light removed 

Leaders and Gutters - 

Provided 

Repaired «. 

Obstructions removed 

Oilcloth and Carpets — 

In halls and stairs, cleaned 

Defective in halls and stairs, re- 
moved 

Paper, Unclean, Removed — 

From apartments 

From public parts of building 

Pltimbing Fixtures — 

Wash Tubs: 

Defective, replaced with new . . 

Repaired 

Disused, removed 

Reset 

Wash Basins: 

Defective, replaced with new. . 

Repaired 

Disused, removed 

Reset 



55a 

16 

76 

317 

25 
64 

54 
1,914 



2,550 
2,076 

384 



36 
609 



4,120 
2.938 

224 



467 

534 

8 

7 

85 

23 

8 

40 



278 



164 



4 
15 



754 
2 

5 

64 

4 
122 

3 

[,084 
355 



63 



398 
144 

7 
24 



537 



1,066 
47 
151 

66 



157 



39 
567 

190 
235 



192 

126 

6 



3 
1,238 

371 

83 

507 

31 

77 

80 
2,467 



4,370 
2,125 

540 

II 

it>5 

42 

891 

14 

5,243 
3.863 

227 
491 



722 

770 

16 

9 

114 
37 
13 
42 
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Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Plumbing Fixtures — 
Sinks : 

Defective, replaced with new, 

or new provided.... 114 

Repaired 40 

Disused, removed 100 

Reset 493 

Defecting flashing, removed... 1,526 

Wood enclosures, removed.... 1,311 

Urinals: 

Defective, replaced with new . . i 

Disused, removed 3 

Repaired 1 

Bath Tubs: 

Defective, replaced with new.. 3 

Repaired '. . . 19 

Disused, removed 2 

Reset 3 

New trap provided 145 

Trap repaired or sealed 1,711 

Faucet repaired 2,365 

Faucet provided 349 

Wood enclosures removed, other 

than sink and water closets . . 70 

Plumbing Pipes- 
Defective, repaired 4»i98 

Defective, replaced with new 561 

Extended 4 

Obstructions removed 1,075 

Paving and Grading — 

Areas, Courts, Shafts and Yards: 

New 12 

Repaired 548 

Privies and Cesspools — 

Accumulation of filth removed .... 

Woodwork, etc., repaired .... 

Removed ' • • • • 

Cesspools provided .... 

Repairs— 

In apartments 209 

In public- parts of building..; 2,150 



II 


24 




I 


150 


94 


46 








180 


7 


34 


I . 




142 


80 


80 





.... 


653 


57 


143 




I 


1,727 


133 


4 

I 
4 
4 

I 


.... 


.;.. 


1,448 

2 
7 

5 

4 


6 


13 




:::: 


38 

2 
3 


15 


95 


3 




. 258 


119 


1,073 


7 


6 


2,916 


224 


169 


5 





2,763 


54 


■ 53 


I 




457 




410 


"8 




488 


513 


578 


14 


10 


S»3i3 


112 


273 


8 


2 


956 


8S 


' 111 


4 


2 


206 


179 


298 


21 


I 


1.574 





30 







42 


s8 


38 


.... 


.... 


644 




10 


16 


2 


28 


I 


I 


I 




3 


5 


325 


4 


14 


348 


... 


.... 


4 


I 


5 


9 


. .48 




I 


267 


167 • 


667 


4 


II 


2,999 
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Manhirttan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. City. 



Roof- 
Repaired i»548 

Accumulation removed 164 

Rooms — 

Interior, windows provided 5.294 

Shafts and Courts — 

Painted or whitewashed 4«098 

School Sinks — 

Removed i»035 

Seats, floors, etc., cleaned 79 

Woodwork, etc., repaired ^ 

Flushed 69 

Unlawful Use — 

Animals, keeping of discontinued.. i 

Cellar rooms, permit obtained 144 

Combustibles, storage of discon- 
tinued 13 

Nuisance abated 3 

Rags or paper, storage of discon- 
tinued 54 

Rooms unsanitary, vacated 282 

Stables discontinued 4 

Wooden buildings on lot, removed. 4 

Overcrowding discontinued 

Walls Cleaned or Whitewashed — 

Of apartments 454 

Of public parts of building 4,937 

Walls Repaired or Replastered — 

Of apartments 339 

Of public parts of building 266 

Water Closets- 
Bowls cleaned 3,166 

Drip trays removed 6,226 

Drip trays cleaned 26 

Defective, replaced with new 453 

Disused, removed 78 

Flushing apparatus repaired 3,238 

Flushing apparatus replaced 15 

Obstruction removed 221 

Reset 1,301 

Repaired 153 

Wood enclosures removed 1,132 

Woodwork repaired 4,684 

Woodwork cleaned 811 



99 


225 


4 


I 


1,877 


17 


17 


.... 




198 


5 


59 


.... 




5,358 


1,193 


467 






5,758 


9 


13 






1,057 


I 


I 

2 






80 

7 

71 


2 


115 






118 


II 


22 






177 
13 


18 


4 
79 






25 
133 


9 


3 
22 

I 






294 

26 

5 


30 


8 


I 




39 


40 


446 






940 


244 


833 


2 




6,016 


8 


112 


2 




461 


12 


100 


.... 




378 


154 


762 


I 


I 


4,084 


1,163 


297 








7.686 
26 


75 


17 






545 


8 


238 







324 


644 


593 


16 


2 


4.495 


4 


19 




I 


39 


13 


241 


I 





476 


505 


305 


I 


5 


2,117 


7 


350 


I 


3 


514 


959 


788 


7 




2,886 


731 


386 


5 




5,8d5 


62 


.... 


.... 


.... 


873 
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Manhattan. 



The Rich- New York 

Bronx. Brooklyn. Queens, mond. v ... 



Water Closets — 

Deposit removed, cleaned, scraped 

and scrubbed 1.909 

Ceilings cleaned and repaired 1.523 

Walls cleaned and repaired 1.577 

Bowls, new 404 

Bowls, reset 815 

Additional, provided 7.397 

Water Supply — 

Tank repaired or cover provided... 199 

Tank emptied and cleaned 311 

Pipes enlarged .... 

Supply maintained and operated 489 

Woodwork Cleaned — 

In apartments 5 

In public parts of building 871 



13 


786 


69 


281 


66 


287 




45 



23 



85 



129 
444 

8 
87 



2,710 
1.875 
1.932 
449 
815 
7.495 

201 
321 
131 
990 

13 
981 
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VACATION CASES. 

Buildings Reported for Vacation of Occupants. 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 

From January i to June 30, Inclusive. 



•No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



X. Nos. 4 and 6 Stanton street Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

a. No. 221 East Seventy-sixth street.... Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

3. No. 223 East Seventy-sixth street.... Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

4. No. 225 East Seventy-sixth street. . . . Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

5. No. 220 Spring street Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

6. No. 4 Mangin street Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

7. No. 256 East Broadway Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

8. No. 244 East Broadway Jan. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

9. No. 580 Water street Jan. 6 Lack of fire escapes. 

10. No. 590 Water street Jan. 6 Lack of fire escapes. 

11. "No. 592 Water street Jan. 6 Lack of fire escapes. 

12. No. 594 Water street Jan. 6 Lack of fire escapes. 

'r3. Nos. 202, 204 and 206 East Seventy- 
fourth street; No. 1285 Third avenae. Jan. 5 

14. No. 52 Pitt street Jan. 10 

15- No. 52 Pitt street frear) Jan. 10 

16. No. 738 Sixth street Jan. xo 

17. No. 222 Spring street Jan. xo 

18. No. 603 First avenue Jan. 10 

19. No. 232 East Seventy-fourth street 

(rear) Jan. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

20. Nos. 464 and 466 West Thirty-third street Jan. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

21. No. 313 East Thirty-second street Jan. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

22. No. 124 White street Jan. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

23. No. 190 Prince street Jan. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

24. No. 200 Prince street Jan. xo Lack of fire escapes. 

25. No. 92 Thompson street Jan. xo Lack of fire escapes. 

26. No. 120 White street Jan. xi Lack of fire escapes. 

27. No. 113 West Twenty-seventh street Jan. ix Lack of fire escapes. 

28. No. 469 Pearl street Jan. xx Lack of fire escapes. 

29. No. 230 Cherry street Jan. ix Lack of fire escapes. 

30. No. 4 Jane street Jan. ix Lack of fire escapes. 

31. No. 6 Jane street Jan. xi Lack of fire escapes. 

32. No. 8 Jane street Jan. xi Lack of fire escapes. 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



33- 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 

40. 
41- 
42. 
43- 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
Sa. 
53- 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 



59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

64. 
65. 
66. 



No. 126 White street Jan. 

No. 238 East Broadway Jan. 

No. 2032 Third avenue Jan. 

No. 2024 Third avenue Jan. 

No. 2026 Third avenue Jan. 

No. 304 East Thirty-fifth street Jan. 

No. 3^^ Montgomery street; No. 292 

Madison street Jan. 

No. 305 East Thirty-second street Jan. 

No. Z05 Greenwich avenue Jan. 

No. 107 Greenwich avenue Jan. 

No. 109 Greenwich avenue Jan. 

No. 234 Cherry street Jan. 

No. 232 Cherry street Jan. 

No. 303 East Thirty-fourth street Jan. 

No. 6x Perry street Jan. 

No. 203 Grand street Jan. 

No. 172 First avenue Jan. 

No. 239 East Thirty-fifth street Jan. 

No. 241 East Thirty-fifth street Jan. 

No. 29 Essex street Jan. 

No. 246 East Twenty-fifth street Jan. 

No. 250 West Nineteenth street Jan. 

No. 3x0 East Sixth street Jan. 

No. 231 East Thirty-fifth street Jan. 3 

No. 233 East Thirty-fifth street Jan. 17 

No. 314 West One Hundred and Thirty- 
fourth street Jan. 

Nos. 540 and 542 West One Hundred 

and Forty-sixth street Jan. 

Southwest corner of Eighty-ninth street 

and Central Park West Jan. 

No. 28 West One Hundred and Thirty- 
fifth street Jan. 

Nos; 337 and 339 East Thirty-faarth 

street Jan. 

Nos. 251 to 255 West One Hundred 

and Twenty-ninth street Jan. 

No. 520 West Fifty-second street Jan. 

No. 415 West Forty-seventh street Jan. 

No. 605 West Forty-sixth street Jan. 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 



X7 



17 



X9 



Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 
Lack of 



fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes, 
fire escapes. 



New building; occupied 
cate. 

New building; occupied 
cate. 



17 New building; occupied 
cate. 



New building; occupied 
cate. 



19 New building; occupied 
cate. 

19 New building; occupied 

cate. 
22 Lack of fire escapes. 

22 Lack of fire escapes. 

23 Lack of fire escapes. 



without certifi- 
without certifi- 
without certifi- 
without certifi- 
without certifi- 
without certifi- 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



67. 
68. 
69. 
70. 
71- 
72. 
73- 
74. 
75. 
76. 
17- 

78. 

79. 
80. 
81. 
82. 
83. 
84. 
85. 
86. 

87. 
88. 
89. 
90. 
91. 

92. 

93- 
94- 

95- 
96. 
97- 
98. 
99. 

100. 
lOI. 



No. 603 West Forty-sixth street Jan. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

'No. 526 West Forty-second street Jan. 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 239 West Nineteenth street Jan. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 247 West Nineteenth street Jan. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 253 West Nineteenth street Jan. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 255 West Nineteenth street Jan. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 619 East Fifth street (rear) Jan. 2a Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 329 East Fifty- fourth street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 331 East Fifty-fourth street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 333 East Fifty- fourth street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 59 Downing street (recertified) .... Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

{Jan. 25 j 
\ Unsanitary conditions. 
Oct. 2 J 

No. 313 East Twenty-fifth street (rear). Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 236 West Forty-first street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 217 East Fourth street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 222 Division street Jan. 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 351 East Thirtieth street Jan. 30 Lack of fire escapes. 

'No. 341 Cherry street Jan. 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 343 Cherry street Jan. 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. IS West Sixty-seventh street Feb. 5 Alteration case and new building; oc- 
cupied without certificate. 

No. 33 West Sixty-seventh street Feb. 5 Alteration case and new building; oc- 
cupied without certificate. 

No. 507 East Houston street (recertified) Jan. 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 48 Avenue D Jan. 30 Lack of fire escapes. ^ 

No. 324 West Thirty-fourth street Jan. 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 238 East Forty-sixth street (rear).. Jan. 30 Lack of fire escapes. 

{Jan. 31 I 
j-Lack of fire escapes. 
Oct 6j 

No. 541 West Fifty-fourth street Jan. 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

Nos. 177 and 170 East Eighty-second 

street (recertified) Jan. 3 1 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 258 West Forty-seventh street Feb. 5 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 211 Elizabeth street Feb. i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 238 East Forty-sixth street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 139 Monroe street Feb. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

Nos. 301 and 303 West One Hundred and 

Fiftieth street Feb. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

Nos. 30s and 307 West One Hundred and 

Fiftieth street Feb. 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 444 West Forty-fourth street Feb. a Lack of fire escapes. 



Digitized by 



Google 



207 



No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



102. 

103. 
104. 
105. 
106. 
107. 
108. 
X09. 
no. 

III. 

112. 
113. 
114. 

115- 

116. 
117. 
118. 
119. 
120. 

121, 

122. 
123. 
124. 
125. 
126. 

127. 
128. 

129. 
130- 
131. 
132. 

133- 
134. 
135. 
136. 



No. 139 East Twenty-sixth street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 204 West Thirteenth street Feb. 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 206 West Thirteenth street Feb. 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 228 West Thirteenth street (recerti- 

„ fied) I. Feb. 7 Lack of fife escape. 

No. 404 Cherry street (rear) Feb. 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 232 West Eighteenth street Feb. s Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 234 West Eighteenth street Feb. 5 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 19 Charles street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

Nos. 537 and 539 East One Hundred and 

Eighteenth street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 234 Bradhurst avenue; No. 312 West 

One Hundred and Fifty-fourth street. Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 1 12 Seventh street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 243 Monroe street Feb. 13 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 59 East One Hundred and Twenty- 
fifth street Feb. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 65 East One Hundred and Twenty- 
second street Feb. 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 114 West Sixty-first street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 116 West Sixty-first street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 118 West Sixty-first street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 120 West Sixty-first street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 122 West Sixty-first street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 740 East Ninth street Peb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 179 West Sixty- third street Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 608 East Sixteenth street Feb. x6 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 27 Park street (recertified) Feb. 15 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 4 Extra place Feb. 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 408 East Seventeenth street (rear) 

(recertified) Feb. 15 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 641 East Thirteenth street Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 3-12 East Seventy-seventh street 

(rear) Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 340 Second avenue Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 300 East Twentieth street.... Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

'No. 453 West Nineteenth street... Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 349 East One Hundred and Ninth 

street Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 2123 First avenue Feb. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 415 East Sixty-first street Feb. 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 208 West Sixty-first street Feb. 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 301 Aven-je C Feb. 27 Unsanitary conditionsr 
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137. No. 314 West Fifty-ninth street Feb. 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

138. No. X30 West Thirty-third street Mar. a Lack of fire escapes. 

139. No. X087 Second avenue Mar. la Lack of fire escapes. 

140. No. 1089 Second avenue Mar. 12 Lack of fire escapes. 

14 1. No. 3x3 West Fifty-ninth street Mar. i Unsanitary conditions. 

142. No. 31 Orchard street Mar. 8 Unsanitary conditions. 

143. No. 137 Ludlow street Mar. x6 Unsanitary conditions. 

144. No. 137 Ludlow street (rear) Mar. x6 Unsanitary conditions. 

145. No. 612 Third avenue Mar. 27 Lack of fire escapes. 

146. No. 614 Third avenue Mar. 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

147. No. 403 East Fifty-third street Mar. 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

148. No. X22 East One Hundred and Third 

street Mar. 21 Lack of fire escapes. 

149. No. 183 Reade street; No. 119 Chambers 

street Mar. 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

150. No. 158 East Ninety-second street Mar. 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

151. No. 201 East Sixty-second street Mar. 14 Lack of fire escapes. 

152. No. 45 Essex street Mar. X5 Unsanitary conditions. 

153. No. 304 East Second street Mar. 28 Unsanitary conditions. 

154. No. 20 Baxter street (rear) Mar. 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

155. No. 349 Rivington street Mar. a8 Unsanitary conditions. 

156. No. 80 East One Hundred and Six- 

teenUi street; Nos. 1630 to 1636 Park 

avenue Mar. 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

157. 'No. 425 Sixth street Mar. 28 Unsanitary conditions. 

158. No. 541 West Fifty-fourth street April 2 Lack of fire escapes. 

159. No. 29 Christopher street Mar. 29 Lack of fire escapes. 

x6o. Nos. 81, 83 and 85 Washington street.... April a Unsanitary conditions. 

161. No. 56 Oak street April 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

162. No. 247 West Sixtieth street April 10 Unsanitary conditions. 

163. No. 142 West Fifty-third street April 2 Lack of fire escapes. 

164. No. 321 West Twentieth street (rear).. April 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

165. Nos. 235 and 237 East Thirteenth street. April xx Lack of fire escapes. 

166. No. 239 East Thirteenth street April xx Lack of fire escapes. 

167. No. 349 East Seventy-seventh street 

(rear) April 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

x68. No. 236 East Eighty-first street April 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

169. No. 435 East One Hundred and Six- 
teenth street April xo Lack of fire escapes. 

X70. No. 420 East One Hundred and Seven- 
teenth street April xo Lack of fire escapes. 
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171. 
17a. 

173. 
174. 

175. 

176. 

177. 
178. 
179. 
180. 
181. 

182. 

183. 
184- 

185. 
186. 
187. 

188. 

189. 
190. 
191. 
192. 

193. 

194. 
195- 
196. 

197. 
198. 
199. 
200. 

301. 
202. 



No. 422 East One Hundred and Seven- 

teertth street April 10 

No. 424 East One Hundred and Seven- 
teenth street April 10 

No. 69 Montgomery street April 7 

No. 69 Montgomery street (rear) April 7 

( April 10 I 

No. 16 Ren wick street (recertified) \ V 

[ Sept. 28 J 

No. 114 East One Hundred and Eighth 

street April 7 

No. 328 East Fourth street April 12 

No. 104 Varick street April 12 

No. 20 Batavia street April 12 

No. 8 Beach street April 1 1 

No. 415 West Twenty-fifth street (rear). April 25 

f April 26 1 
No. 1 55 Monroe street (recertified) ....-( }■ 

IJyec. 4 J 

No. 246 East Twenty-fifth street April 17 

No. 448 West Twenty-fifth street (rccer- ( April 18 1 

tified) i )■ 

LOct. 22 J 

No. 452 West Twenty-fifth street April 26 

No. 6454 Sullivan street April 17 

No. 66 Carmine street April 16 

( April 16 1 

No. 38 Beach street (recertified) \ > 

L Oct. 6 J 

No. 133 West Nineteenth street April 17 

No. 28 Pell street April 25 

No. 250 West Sixty-eighth street April 17 

Nos. 44 and 46 Madison street April 19 

No. 322 West Twenty-first street April 24 

No. 194 East Seventy-sixth street May s 

No. 55 Avenue A April 17 

No. 55 Avenue A (rear) April 17 

No. loi Walker street (recertified) April 24 

No. 563 First avenue May i 

No. 203 East Forty-fifth street April 19 

No. 402 East Fifty-third street April 26 

No. 32s East Twentieth street May i 

No. 246 Henry street May 1 



Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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ao3. 
ao4. 
305. 
206. 
307. 
308. 
309. 

310. 
311. 
312. 
313. 
314. 
315. 
216. 
317. 
218. 
319. 
320. 
321. 
222. 

323. 
224. 
225. 
326. 

228. 

329. 
230. 

231. 
232. 

233- 
234. 

23 s. 
236. 
237. 
238. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



No. 280 Henry street April 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 282 Henry street (rear) May x Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 198 Avenue B May i Lack of fire escapes. 

'No. 205 East Forty-fifth street May 1 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 1016 Avenue A May x Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 1018 Avenue A May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 427 East Sixteenth street (rear) .... May 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 210 Avenue C (recertified) May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 201 Prince street May i Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 201 Prince street (rear) May x Unsanitary conditidns. 

No. 239 West Twelfth street May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 228 West Thirteenth street May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 404 East Fifty-third street April 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 411 East Fifty-third street May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 314 East Fifty-first street April 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 326 East Eleventh street May 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. dj Oliver street April 27 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 67 Oliver street (rear) April 26 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 435 Second avenue May i Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 74 Columbus avenue; No. 100 West 

Sixty-third street May x Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 646 West Thirty-fourth street May 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 317 East Fifth street May x Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 176 Suffolk street May 8 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 195 Broome street; No. 59 Suffolk 

street (recertified) May 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 197 Broome street (recertified).... May 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. m West Forty-sixth street May 8 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 137 Lawrence street May 3 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 475 East One H-undred and Fif- 
teenth street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 301 East One Hundred and Fif- 
teenth street; No. 2240 Second avenue May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 1644 Second avenue May 3 Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 17s Avenue C May x Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 816 Sixth avenue May 8 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 230 West Thirty-ninth street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 232 West Thirty-ninth street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 407 East Nineteenth street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 405 East Nineteenth street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 
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239. No. 73 Montgomery street May 7 Lack of fire escapes. 

240. No. 14s West Ninetieth street April 30 Lack of fire escapes. 

241. No.. 156 East Ninety-second street May 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

242. No. 250 West Nineteenth street May 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

243. No. 252 West Nineteenth street (recerti- f May 16 ] 

fi*^) i_ f Lack of fire escapes. 

LOct. x6j 

244. No. 427 East Sixteenth street May 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

245- No. 346 East Thirty-second street May 16 Unsanitary conditions. 

246. No. 344 East Thirty-second street May 16 Unsanitary conditions. 

247. No. 345 West Twelfth street May 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

248. No. 400 East Fifteenth street; No. 254 

First avenue May 22 Unsanitary conditions. 

249. No. 403 East Twenty-ninth street May 16 Unsanitary conditions. 

250. No. 215 Varick street May 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

251. Nos. 162 and 164 East One Hundred and 

Eighteenth street May 29 Lack of fire escapes. 

252. No. ISO East Forty-ninth street (recerti- 

fied) May 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

253. No. 152 East Forty-ninth street May 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

254. No. 154 East Forty-ninth street May 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

255. No. 347 West Twelfth street May 22 Lack of fire escapes* 

256. No. 1234 Second avenue. May 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

f May 22 1 

257- No. 35 Christopher street (recertified)... -{ }-Lack of fire escapes. 

LNov. 9 J 

258. No. 37 Christopher street May 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

259. No. 434 East Eighty-sixth street (recer- 

tified) May 29 Lack of fire escapes. 

260. No. 411 West Thirtieth street May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

261. No. 413 West Thirtieth street May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

262. No. 304 East Fifty-sixth street June 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

263. No. 27 Park street June 6 Lack of fire escapes. 

264. No. 449 West Twenty-seventh street May 24 Unsanitary conditions. 

265. No. 449 West Twenty-seventh street 

(rear) May 34 Unsanitary conditions. 

266. No. 121 Stanton street; 156 Essex f May 29 ] j, „ .. j.^. , , , . 

street (recertified) i ^(.Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 
LDec. 12J ^aP«s- 

267. No. 665 Sixth avenue May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

268. No. 667 Sixth avenue May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

269. No. 1728 Lexington avenue. May 29 Lack of fire escapes. 
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270. 
271. 

273. 
274. 

275. 
276. 
277- 
27^. 

279. 

280. 
281. 
282. 
283. 
284. 
28s. 
286. 
287. 



No. 1726 Lexington avenue. 

No. 1724 Lexington avenue. 

No. 69 Oliver street (rear). 

No. 673 Sixth avenue 



No. 106 East One Hundred and Tenth 
street 



No. 671 Sixth avenue 

No. s Centre Market place. 
'No. 325 First avenue 



No. 417 East Twenty-fo-jrth street (re- 
certified) 

Nos. 612 and 614 West One Hundred 
and Fifteenth street 

No. 117 East Ninetieth slreet 

No. 135 West Ninetieth street 

No. 1722 Lexington avenue 

No. 669 Sixth avenue 

No. 407 West Thirtieth street 

No. 409 West Thirtieth street 

No. 415 West Thirtieth street 

No. 417 West Thirtieth street 

Nos. 403 and -^05 West Thirty-seventh 
street (recertified) 



289. No. 1 1 5 East "Ninetieth street 

290. No. 230 East One Hundred and Tenth 

street 



291. No. 203 East Forty-fifth street. 

292. No. 6 Roosevelt street 

293. No. 336 East Fifteenth street. 

294. No. 277 East Second street... 



No. 327 First avenue; No. 358 East 
Nineteenth street 



No. 147 West Ninetieth street. 
No. 251 Mulberry street 



29s. 

296. 
297. 

298. No. 68 West Forty-third street (recerti- 

fied) 

299. No. 409 East Twenty-ninth street 

300. No. 41 1 East Twenty-ninth street 

301. No. 311 East Eighth street (recertified). 

302. No. 334 East Forty-first street 



May a9 Lack of fire escapes. 

May a9 Lack of fire escapes. 

June II Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 22 Unsanitary conditions. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

June 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

June 4 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 19 New building; occupied without certifi- 
cate. 
May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May a9 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

f June s 1 

\ VLack of fire escapes. 

LNov. 8 J 

May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 

May 29 Lack of fire escapes. 

April 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

J-ane 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

June 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

June 5 Unsanitary conditions. 

June 4 Lack of fire escapes. 
May 31 Lack of fire escapes. 
June 5 Unsanitary conditions. 

( June 1 1 1 

\ }• Unsanitary conditions. 

LOct. 6 J 

June 13 Unsanitary conditions. 

June 13 Unsanitary conditions. 

June 13 Unsanitary conditions. 

June 6 Lack of fire escapes. 
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303. No. 337 West Forty- fourth street June 

304. No. 200 East Houston street June 

305. No. 69 Oliver street June 

306. No. 321 East Twelfth street June 

307. No. 408 East Seventeenth street (rear) . . June 

308. No. 308 East Twenty-fifth street 

309. No. 324 East Thirty-second street June 

310. No. 422 West Thirty-first street (rear).. June 

311. No. 214 East Thirty-eighth street June 

312. No. 214 East Thirty-eighth street (rear).. June 

313.* Nos. 530 and 532 West Forty-seventh 

street (rear) June 

314. No. 163 East Fifty-third street June 

315. No. 320 East Seventieth street June 

316. No. 355 East Seventy-seventh street.... June 

317. 'No. S4i West One Hundred and Twenty- 

fourth street June 

318. No. 141 Allen street J-une 

319. No. 143 Allen street June 

320. No. 204 Allen street June 

321. No. 82 Division street June 

322. No. 84 Division street June 

323. No. 42 East Broadway June 

324. No. 223 Henry street June 

325. No. 182 East Houston street June 

326. No. 33 Monroe street June 

327. No. 33 Monroe street (rear) '..... June 

328. No. 1506 Aven-je A June 

329. No. 1508 Avenue A June 

330. No. 1624 Avenue A June 

331. No. 587 First avenue June 

[ June 

332. 'iJo. 335 Pleasant avenue (recertified) . . < 

L Dec. 

333. Nos. 61 to 69 East Eighty-sixth street.... June 

334. No. 614 Water street June 

335. No. 2306 Second avenue June 

336. No. 319 East Fortieth street June 

f June 

337. No. 14 Prospect place (recertified) -j 

(.Nov. 



6 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

II Lack of fire escapes. 

30 Lack of fire escapes. 

II Lack of fire escapes. 

. . Unsanitary conditions. 

IS Lack of fire escapes. 

18 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

18 Lack of fire escapes. 

15 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Unsanitary conditions. 

18 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

IS Unsanitary conditions. 

15 Unsanitary conditions. 

IS Unsanitary conditions. 

20 Unsanitary conditions. 

20 Unsanitary conditions. 

15 Lack of fire escapes. 

18 Unsanitary conditions. 

20 Lack of fire escapes. 

27 Unsanitary conditions. 

27 Unsanitary conditions. 

20 Lack of fire escapes. 

20 Lack of fire escapes. 

18 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

30 I 

[-Lack of fire escapes. 

20 j 

18 Lack of fire escapes. 

20 Unsanitary conditions. 

20 Lack of fire escapes. 

20 Lack of fire escapes. 



17J 



(•Lack of tire escapes. 
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338. No. 244 East Twenty-fifth street (recerti- ( June 22 1 

fied) •< y Lack of fire escapes. 

LDec. 24} 

339. No. 301 East One Hundred and Eight- 

eenth street; No. 2302 Second avenue June 20 Lack of fire escapes. 

340. No. 12 Prospect place June 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

341. No. 569 First avenue June x8 Unsanitary conditions. 

342. No. 329 Pleasant avenue June 20 Lack of fire escapes. 

343. No. 27 Morton street June 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

344. No. 73 East One Hundred and Ninth 

street June 20 Lack of fire escapes. 

345. 'No. 75 East One Hundred and Ninth 

street June 20 Lack of fire escapes. 

347. No. 324 East Twenty-fourth street June 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

348. No. 3 White place June 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

349. No. 5 White place June 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

350. No. 86 Jane street June 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

351. No. 93 Jane street (recertified) June 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

352. No. 611 Greenwich street (rear) June 28 Unsanitary conditions. 

353. No. 613 Greenwich street (rear) June 28 Unsanitary conditions. 

354. No. 824 Greenwich street June 29 Lack of fire escapes. 

355. No. 828 Greenwich street June 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

356. No. 444 West Twenty-fifth street June 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

357. No. 452 West Fifty-eighth street June 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

358. No.' 7 Leroy street June 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

361. No. 446 West Twenty-fifth street June 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

362. No. 210 East Twenty-ninth street June 26 Unsanitary conditions. 

363. No. 265 West Twenty-fifth street June 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

380. No. 681 Greenwich street June 28 Lack of fire escapes. 



From July i to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 
No. Premises. Date. Classification. 

346. No. 236 East Twenty-fifth street. July 3 Lack of fire escapes. 

f July 9 1 

359. No. 421 First avenue (recertified) i >• Lack of fire escapes. 

C Nov. 8 J 

360. No. 342 West Twenty-first street July 5 Lack of fire escapes. 

364. No. 447 West Twenty-seventh street July lo Unsanitary conditions. 

365. No. 447 West Twenty-seventh street 

(rear) July 10 Unsanitary conditions. 
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366. No. 319 East Seventy-ninth street 

3^7. No. 323 East Seventy-ninth street 

368. No. 325 East Seventy-ninth street .. 

369. No. 327 East Seventy-ninth street 

370. No. 329 East Seventy-ninth street 

371. No. 331 East Seventy-ninth street 

372. No. 333 East Seventy-ninth street 

373. No. 335 East Seventy-ninth street 

374. No. 337 East Seventy-ninth street 

375. No. 339 East Seventy -ninth street 

376. No. 162 East One Hundred and Seventh 

street 

377. 'No. 416 East One Hundred and Twentieth 

street 

378. No. S3 East One Hundred and Twenty- 

fifth street 

379. No. 13.-1 Cedar street 

381. No. 180 East Houston street 

382. Nos. 61 and 63 Oliver street 

383. No. I Yi Washington street 

384. No. 2071 Second avenue 

385. No. 35 Crosby street 

386. No. 434 West Twenty-eighth street 

387. No. 436 West Twenty-eighth street 

388. No. 446 West Twenty-eighth street 

389. No. 446 West Twenty-eighth street (rear) 

390. No. 448 West Twenty-eighth street 

391. No. 448 West Twenty-eighth street (rear) 

392. No. 209 East Ninety-seventh street 

.•»93. No. 327 West Twenty-eighth street 

394. 'No. 426 West Thirty-third street 

395. No. 319 West Forty-second street 

396. No. 321 West Forty second street 

397. No. 323 West Forty-second street 

398. No. 614 West Forty-seventh street (rear) 

399. No. 1 10 East One Hundred and Eighth 

street 

400. No. 2288 Second avenue 

401. No. 882 Sixth avenue 

402. No. 884 Sixth avenue 



uly 
uly 
uly 
uly 
uly 
uly 
uly 
uly 
aly 
uly 

uly 

uly 



Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 
Lack of fire 

Lack of fire 

Lack of fire 



escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes, 
escapes. 

escapes. 

escapes. 



uly 3 
filly 3 
uly 10 
'dly 9 
uly 
fuly 
uly 
uly 



uly 16 

ruly s 

uly 5 

uly 5 

uly 1 1 

•aly 17 

uly 5 

uly 9 

uly 10 

ruly 10 

uly 10 

uly 5 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 



uly 10 Lack of fire escapes, 

uly 12 Unsanitary conditions, 

uly 9 Lack of fire escapes, 

uly 17 Lack of fire escapes. 
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403. No. 439 West Thirty-first street July la Unsanitary conditions. 

404. No. 240 West Fortieth street July la Lack of fire escapes. 

405. No. 317 West Forty-second street July 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

406. No. 325 West Forty-second street July 10 Lack of fire escapes. 

407. No. 525 West Forty-seventh street July 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

408. No. 208 West Sixty-second ttreet July la Unsanitary conditions. 

409. No. 341 West Twelfth street July la Lack of fire escapes. 

410. 'So. 236 West One Hundred and Seven- 

teenth street Jaly 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

41 1. No. 237 Ninth avenue July 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

412. No. 239 Ninth avenue July x6 Lack of fire escapes. 

413. No. 180 Seventh avenue July la Lack of fire escapes. 

414. No. 75Q East Sixth street July 12 Lack of fire escapes. 

415. No. 326 West Forty-fourth street July 14 Lack of fire escapes. 

416. No. 105 East Fifty-third street July xa Lack of fire escapes. 

417. No. X07 East Fifty-third street July 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

418. No. 77 East One Hundred and Nine- 

teenth street July 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

419. No. 460 Seventh avenue; No. 200 West 

Thirty-fifth street July 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

420. No. 39 West Eighth street July 7 Alteration case. 

421. No. 207 Eas:. Twentieth street July 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

422. No. 209 EaJt Twentieth street (recerti- 

fied) Oct. a Lack of fire escapes. 

423. No. 1298 Third avenue July 19 Unsanitary conditions. 

424. No. 1300 Third avenue July 19 Unsanitary conditions. 

425. No. 24 Desbrosses street July 16 Lack of fire escapes. 

426. No. 15 Leonard street July 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

427. No. 205 East Twentieth street July 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

428. No. 1 19 Mulberry street July X9 Lack of fire escapes. 

429. No. 309 East Fortieth street July 24 Lack of fire escapes. 

430. No. 311 East Fortieth street July 24 Lack of fire escapes. 

431* No. 313 East Fortieth street July 24 Lack of fire escapes. 

432. No. 112 West Thirtieth street July 26 Lack of fire escapes. 

433- No« 2 l^'^rst avenue July 24 Lack of fire escapes. 

434. No. 480 Third avenue July X9 Unsanitary conditions. 

435. No. 29 Coenties slip July 28 Lack of fire escapes. 

436. No. 435 West Thirty-fourth street Aug. i Lack of fire escapes. 

437. No. 333 East Sixty-sixth street July 25 Lack of fire escapes. 

438. No. 206 East One Hundred and Tenth 

street July 26 Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



439. "No. 208 East One Hundred and Tenth 

street Aug. i 

440. No. 233 East One Hundred and Twenty- 

seventh street Aug. 3 

441. No. 23s East One Hundred and Twenty- 

seventh street Aug. 3 

442. No. 145 Cherry street Aug. 6 

443. No. 159 Elizabeth street (recertified) 

444. No. 214 Elizabeth street (recertified) Nov. s 

445. No. 171 West Houston street Sept 24 

446. No. 108 Lewis street 

447. No. 128 East Ninety-sixth street July 31 

448. No. 130 East Ninety-sixth street July 31 

449. No. 132 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 6 

450. No. 134 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 6 

451. 'No. 136 East Ninety-sixth street Sept 31 

452. No. 253 East Third street Aug. 9 

453. No. 406 East Seventeenth street (rear) Aug. 9 

454. No. S3 West Thirty-ninth street (recer- 

tified) Oct 26 

455. No. 327 East Houston street July 31 

456. No. 15Q East Eighty first street (recer- 

tified) Nov. 12 

457. No. 251 West Ninety-first street A-ag. 9 

458. No. 359 Front street (recertified) Oct. 6 

459. No. 16 Broome street; Nos. 16 to 20 

Mangin street Aug. 9 

460. No. 2049 Second avenue Aug. 1 

461. No. 534 Third avenue Aug. 9 

462. No. 318 East Forty-seventh street (rear) Aug. 14 

463. No. 208 East Seventy- fourth street Aug. 9 

464. Nos. 341 and 343 Spring street Aug. 8 

465. 'No. 320 East Forty-seventh street (rear). Aug. 17 

466. No. 350 East Seventy-eighth street 

(rear) Aag. 20 

467. No. 140 Greenwich street... Aug. 15 

468. No. 31 Christopher street Aug. 4 

469. No. 263 West Twenty-fifth street 

470. No. 451 West Twenty-seventh street. . . . Aug. xo 

471. No. 442 West Twenty-eighth street Aug. 22 

472. No. 442 West Twenty-eighth street 

(rear) t Aug. 22 

473. No. 426 West Thirty-first street Aug. 20 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
LAck of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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Premises. 



Dale. 



Classification. 



474. No. 102 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 11 

475- No. 104 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 11 

476. No. 106 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 11 

477. No. 108 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 11 

478. 'No. 110 East Ninety-sixth street Aug. 11 

479- Nos. 253 and 255 Madison street; Nos. 

215 and 217 Clinton street Aug. 24 

480. No. 444 West Twenty-eighth street Aug. 22 

481. No. 444 West Twenty-eighth street (rear) Aug. 22 

482. No. 445 West Twenty seventh street.... Aug. 22 

483. No. 65 Oliver street Aug. 9 

484. No. 65 Oliver street (rear) Aug. 9 

485. No. 176 Waverly place 

486. No. 1021 Second avenue Aug. ao 

487. No. 690 Third avenue Aug. 22 

488. No. 430 West Nineteenth street Aug. 22 

489. No. 530 Third avenue 

490. No. 307 East Thirty-first street Aug. 23 

491. No. 19 Renwick street Aug. 34 

492- No. 15 Washington street (rear) Aug. 22 

493. No. 64 Sixth avenue Aug. 21 

494. No. 532 Third avenue Aug. 21 

495- No. 347 East Seventeenth street Aug. 31 

496. No. 130 East One Hundred and 

Eighteenth street Aug. 24 

497. No. 96 Madison street Aug. 27 

498. No. 173 Ludlow street Sept. 8 

499' No. 162 Orchard street Aug. 30 

500. No. 162 Orchard street (rear) Aug. 30 

501. No. 57 Sullivan street Sept. 7 

502. No. 45 First street Sept. 6 

503. No. 728 Second avenue; No. 301 East 

Thirty-ninth street Sept. 1 1 

504. No. 344 East Fortieth street; No. 669 

First avenue Sept. 1 5 

505. No. 161 East Fifty-third street Sept. 15 

506. No. 21 Forsyth street Sept. 20 

507. No. 2i Forsyth street (rear) Sept. 20 

508. No. 51 Scammel street; No. 383 Cherry 

street Sept. 20 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



509- 
510. 
Sii. 
512. 
513- 
514. 
S15. 
516. 

517. 
518. 

519. 
520. 
521. 
522. 
523- 
524. 
525. 
520. 
527. 
528. 
529- 
530. 
531. 
532. 
533. 
534. 
535- 
536. 
537. 
538. 

539. 
540. 
541. 
542. 
543- 
544. 



No. 307 West Twelfth street Sept. 24 

No. 1763 Third avenue Sept. 27 

No. 40 Avenue C Sept. 27 

No. 439 East Fifty-eighth street Sept. 27 

No. 441 East Fifty-eighth street Sept. 27 

No. 246 East Thirty-fifth street Oct. 2 

No. 327 East Sixty-sixth street Oct. 4 

No. 329 East Sixty-sixth street... Oct. 4 

No. 331 East Sixty-sixth street Oct. 4 

No. 502 West One Hundred and Forty- 
seventh street Sept. 25 

No. 321 East Sixty-sixth street * Oct. 4 

No. 323 East Sixty-sixth street Oct. 4 

No. 325 East Sixty-sixth street Oct. 4 

No. 100 Essex street Sept. 29 

No. 244 East Thirty-fifth street Oct a 

No. 336 East Fortieth street Sept. 29 

No. 320 West Fifteenth street Oct. 16 

No. 324 East Thirtieth street Sept. 29 

No. 104 Eighth avenue Oct. 3 

No. 106 Eighth avenue Oct. 3 

No. 535 East Twelfth street Oct. 3 

No. 342 East Fortieth street Oct. 3 

No. 360 East Fiftieth street Oct. 5 

No. 316 East Sixtieth street Oct. 10 

No. 12 Monroe street. . . .' Oct. 13 

No. no Eighth avenue Oct. 3 

No. 294 First avenue Oct. 1 1 

No. 321 East Thirtieth street Oct. 10 

No. 437 West Thirty-fifth street Oct. 6 

No. 301 East Fifty-seventh street; No. 

1084 Second avcn-ae Oct. 6 

No. 166 Avenue A Oct. 9 

No. 461 West Twenty-seventh street Oct. 9 

No. 33 West Eleventh street Oct. 12 

No. 221 East Twenty-fifth street Oct. 12 

No. 234 East Twenty-ninth street Oct. 15 

No. 627 West Forty-second street Oct. 12 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



545. No. 349 East Forty-ninth street Oct. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

546. No. 351 East Forty ninth street Oct. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

547. No. 220 East Fifty-first street Oct. 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

548. *No. 229 East Fifty-first street (rear)... Oct 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

549. No. 417 East Fifty-third street...' Oct. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

550. No. 571 First avenue Oct. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

551. No. 142 West Tenth street Lack of fire escapes. 

552. No. 503 West Twenty-second street; No. 

203 Tenth avenue Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

553- No. 341 East Forty-ninth street Oct. 13 Lack ot hre escapes. 

554. No. 405 East Fifty-eighth street Oct. 13 Lack of fire escapes. 

555- No. 328 East Seventy-seventh street 

(rear) Oct. 17 Unsanitary conditions. 

556. No. 266 East Seventy eighth street Oct. 15 Lack of fire escapes. 

557. No. 77 East Eighty-fifth street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

558. No. 209 East One Hundred and Eleventh 

street Oct. 17 Unsanitary conditions. 

559. No. 456 Hudson street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

560. No. 45654 Hudson street Oct. i8 Lack of fire escapes. 

561. No. 349 East Fifty-fifth street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

562. No. 435 West One Hundred and Twenty- 

third street Oct. 17 Lack of fire escapes. 

563. No. 59 Bedford street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

564. Nos. 344 and 346 West Fourth street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

565. No. 307 East Seventy-seventh street Oct. 23 Lack of fire escapes. 

566. No. 309 East Seventy-seventh street.... Oct. 23 Lack of fire escapes. 

567. No. 311 East Seventy-seventh street Oct. 23 • Lack of fire escapes. 

568. No. 177 East Seventy-ninth street Oct. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

569. No. 157 East Eighty first street Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

570. No. 246 East One Hundred and Twenty- 

fourth street; No. 2415 Second ave- 
nue Oct. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

571. No. 31 Spring stieet Oct. 19 Lack of fire escapes. 

572. No. 464 Amsterdam avenue Oct. 23 Lack of fire escapes. 

573. No. 631 Eleventh avenue Oct. 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

574. No. 674 Eleventh avenue Oct. 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

575. No. 676 Eleventh avenue Oct. 22 Lack of fire escapes. 

576. No. 315 East Seventy-fifth street (rear). Oct. 18 Lack of fire escapes. 

577. No. 218 East Twenty-first street Oct. 23 Lack of fire escapes. 

578. No. 417 East Twenty-fourth street 

(rear) Oct 22 Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



579. No. 431 Second avenue Oct. 26 

580. 'No. 798 Eleventh avenue Oct. 23 

581. No. 779 Tenth avenue Oct. 23 

582. No. 304 East Eighteenth street Oct. 23 

583. No. 332 East Twenty-fourth street Oct. 23 

584. No. 236 East Twenty-ninth s.reet Nov. i 

585. No. 17 Downing street Oct. 25 

586. No. 5 St. Luke's place Oct. 25 

587. No. 220 First avenue Oct. 26 

588. No. 222 First avenue Oct. 26 

589. No. 224 First avenue Oct. 26 

590. No. 92 Seventh street Nov. 7 

591. No. 9 Christopher street Oct. 25 

592. Nos. 126 and 128 West Eleventh street.. Oct. 25 

593. Nos. 274 and 276 West 'Nineteenth street. Oct. 31 

594. No. 296 West Houston street Oct. 26 

595. No. 450 Hudson street Oct. 24 

596. No. 426 Hudson street Nov. 7 

597. No. 19 Minetta lane Oct. 31 

598. No. 454 Seventh avenue Nov. 1 

599. No. 333 East Twenty-second street Nov. x 

600. No. 440 West Thirty-seventh street Nov. i 

601. No. 442 West Thirty-seventh street Nov. i 

602. No. 444 West Thirty-seventh street "Nov. i 

603. No. 446 West Thirty-seventh street Nov. i 

604. No. 14 Minetta street Oct. 27 

605. No. 335 East Twenty-second street.... Nov. 2 

606. No. 323 East Thirtieth s.reet Nov. i 

*6o7. No. 326 East Thirtieth street Nov. 2 

608. No. 425 West Fifty-fourth street Oct 31 

609. No. 425 West Fifty- fourth street (rear). Oct. 31 

610. No. 265 Division street Nov. i 

611. No. 227 Madison street 'Nov. 3 

612. No. 100 Roosevelt street Nov. 3 

613. No. 781 Tenth avenue Nov. 7 

614. No. 272 Grand street; Nos. 92 and 94 

Forsyth street Nov. 2 

615. No. 205 East Twenty ninth street Nov. s 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes! 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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Date. 



Classification. 



6i6. No. 431 West Thirty-fourth street Nov. 

617. No. 464 West One Hundred and Thirty- 

first street Nov, 

618. No. 224 Hudson street (rear) 'Nov< 

619. No. 67 West One Hundred and First 

street Nov. 

620. No. 69 West One Hundred and First 

street Nov. 

621. No. 71 West One Hundred and First 

street Nov, 

622. Nos. 13 to 17 Bayard street; No. 10 

Chrystie street Nov. 

623. No. 53q Canal street Nov 

624. No. 4 Minetta street Nov. 

625. No. 30 Oak street Nov. 

626. No. 2113 Eighth avenue Nov. 

627. No. 2115 Eighth avenue Nov. 

628. No. 764 Ninth avenue Nov 

629. No. 126 East Twenty-fourth street.... Nov, 

630. Nos. 128 and 130 East Twenty-fourth 

street Nov. 

631. No. 244 East One Hundred and Thir- 

teenth street Nov, 

632. No. 54i Canal street Nov. 

633. No. 146 Ludlow street (rear) 'Nov, 

634. No. 192 East Houston street Nov 

635. No. 766 Ninth avenue Nov 

636. No. 783 Tenth avenue Nov, 

637. No. 326 East Eleventh street Nov, 

(Nov 

638. No. 363 West Twenty-sixth street < 

LNov 

639. No. 427 East One Hundred and Twenty- 

third street Nov. 

640. Nos. 294 and 296 West Broadway; No. 

386 Canal street Nov, 

641. No. 282 Third avenue; Nos. 157 and 161 

East Twenty second street Nov 

642. No. i27q Third avenue Nov. 

643. No. 1281 Third avenue Nov. 

644. No. 1283 Third avenue Nov. 

64s. No. 250 East Forty-ninth street 'Nov. 

646. No. 552 Seventh avenue (rear) Nov. 

647. No. 133 Liberty street Nov. 



3 Lack of fire escapes. 

3 Lack of fire escapes. 

3 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

13 Lack of fire escapes. 

10 Lack of fire escapes. 

17 Lack of fire escapes. 

9 Unsanitary conditions. 

9 Unsanitary conditions. 

9 Lack of fire escapes. 

9 Lack of fire escapes. 

15 Lack of fire escapes. 

16 Lack of fire escapes. 

16 Lack of fire escapes. 

9 Lack of fire escapes. 

17 Unsanitary conditions. 

14 Lack of fire escapes. 
9 Lack of fire escapes. 

15 Lack of fire escapes. 
13 Lack of fire escapes. 
13 Lack of fire escapes. 



Lack of fire escapes. 



12 Lack of fire escapes. 

14 Lack of fire escapes. 

19 Lack of fire escapes. 

15 Lack of fire escapes. 
IS Lack of fire escapes. 
IS Lack of fire escapes. 
IS Lack of fire escapes. 
IS Lack of fire escapes. 
19 Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. * Premises. Date. 

648. No. 448 West Thirty-seventh street Nov. x6 

€49. No. 350 West Twenty- fourth street Nov. 20 

650. No. 341 West Forty-third street Nov. 17 

€51. No. 341 West Forty-third street (rear).. Nov. 17 

€52. No. 216 East Eightieth street Nov. 17 

€53. No. loi Attorney street Nov. 20 

654. No. 122 Elizabeth street Nov. 17 

€55. No. 66 Gouverneur street Nov. 17 

656. Nos. 266 and 268 Avenue B Nov. 30 

^57. No. 56 Forsyth street Nov. 20 

€58. Nos. 315 to 321 West Seventy-ninth 

street Nov. 19 

659. No. 1 1 State street Nov. 19 

660. No. 457 West Sixteenth street Nov. 23 

€61. No. 459 West Sixteenth street 'Nov. 23 

€62. Nos. 200 and 202 West Twenty-first street Nov. J4 

663. No. 340 West Twenty-fifth street Nov. 23 

€64. No. 77 James street Nov. 22 

665. No. 79 James street Nov. 22 

666. No.' 12 Sixth avenue Nov. 24 

667. No. 96 Tenth avenue; No. 461 West Six- 

teenth street Nov. 23 

668. No. 100 East Seventy- third street Nov. 24 

669. No. 118 Ridge street Nov. 23 

€70. No. 468 West Twenty-second street Nov. 28 

671. No. no West Sixty-first street Nov. 28 

€72. No. 143 West Ninety-eighth street Dec. i 

673. No. 147 West Ninety-eighth street Dtc. 1 

674. No. isi West Ninety-eighth street Dec. 1 

675. No. 122 Ea5t One Hundred and Fifth 

street Nov. 26 

€76. No. 464 East One Hundred and Fifteenth 

»^«""t Nov. 26 

677. No. 366 Madison street Dec. 4 

678. No. 77 East One Hundred and Fifteenth 

st"«t Nov. 22 

€79. Nos. 229 and 231 East Twelfth street Nov. 28 

680. No. 336 East Forty-eighth street Dec. s 

681. No. 336 East Forty-eighth street (rear) . . Dec. 5 

682. No. 314 East Forty- third street Dec. 5 

683. No. 72 Oliver street. Dec. 4 



Classification. 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



684. 

685. 
686. 
687. 
688. 
689. 
690. 
691. 

692. 
693. 
694. 

695. 
696. 
697. 
698. 
699. 
700. 

701. 

702. 
703. 
704. 
705- 

706. 
707. 
708. 
709. 
710. 
711. 
712. 
713. 
714. 

715- 
716. 



Nos. 1464 and 1466 Third avenue; Nos. 

174 and 176 East Eighty-third street.. Nov. 28 

No. 137 West Twenty-fifth street Dec 7 

No. 139 West Twenty-fifth street Dec. 7 

No. 105 West Sixtieth street Dec. 5 

No. 430 East Seventeenth street (rear) . . Dec. 8 

'No. 363 Cherry street Dec. 8 

No. 36s Cherry street Dec. 8 

No. 604 West Forty-seventh street (rear 

of lot) Dec. 7 

No. 412 East Twenty-third street Dec. 11 

No. 339 West Twenty third street Dec. 8 

Nos. 449 to 453 West One Hundred and 

Twenty-third street Dec. 8 

No. 22 Varick street Dec. 10 

No. 435 Second avenue Dec. 8 

No. 21 1 East Eighty-second street Dec. 10 

Nos. 182 and 184 Allen street Dec. 13 

No. 331 West Twenty-fourth street Dec. 14 

No. 209 East One Hundred and Eighth 

street Dec. 19 

No. 211 East One Hundred and Eighth 

street Dec. 19 

No. 510 West Thirty-eighth street Dec. 19 

No. 1213 First avenue Dec. 13 

No. 1215 First aven'ae Dec. 13 

No. 731 Washington street; No. 138 

Bank street Dec. 19 

No. 240 East Seventy-fifth street Dec. 14 

No. 72 Perry street Dec. 15 

Nos. 260 to 264 Third avenue Dec. 15 

No. 257 West Nineteenth street Dec. 15 

No. 234 West Thirtieth street Dec. 18 

No. 234 West Thirtieth street (rear) Dec. 18 

No. 414 East Twenty-third street Dec. 19 

No. 416 East Twenty-third street Dec. 19 

No. -^62 East One Hundred and Twenty- 
first street Dec. 20 

No. X2I West Houston street Dec. 18 

Nos. 231 to 237 West Sixty-seventh 

street Dec. 17 



Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escaoes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 



New building; occupied without certifi* 
cate. 
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No. 



Premises. 



Date. 



Classification. 



717. No. 131 Henry street I^ec. 12 

718. No. 133 Henry street Dec. 12 

719. No. 182 Third avenue Dec. 19 

720. 'No. 99 Ninth avenue Dec. 19 

721. No. 310 East Eighteenth street Dec. ai 

722. No. 217 East One Hundred and Fourth 

street Dec. 22 

723. No. 12 Bedford street Dec. 22 

724. No. 24 Oak street (rear) Dec. 22 

725. No. 26 Oak street (rear) . . Dec. 22 

726. No. 2488 Second avenue Dec. 26 

727. No. 434 West Fifty-eighth street Dec. 28 

728. No. 255 Monroe street Dec. 28 

729. No. 230 East One Hundred and Twenty- 

first street (rear) Dec. 29 



Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 

Lack of fire escapes. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Unsanitary conditions. 
Lack of fire escapes. 
Unsanitary conditions. 

Lack of fire escapes. 



BOROUGH OF THE BRONX. 
From January i to June 30, 1906. 



No. 



Date. 



Location. 



Cause. 



1. Jan. II 

2. Feb. 15 

3. Feb. IS 

4. Feb. 15 

5. M"ar. 7 

6. Mar. 7 

7. Mar. 27 



8. 


April 6 


9. 


May 3 


10. 


May 9 


II. 


May 9 


12. 


May 23 


13. 


June 8 



North side of One Hundred and 
Eightieth street. 24 feet east of 
Mapes avenue Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1212 Boston road Occupation without certificate. 

No. 12 14 Boston road Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1 21 8 Boston road Occupation without certificate. 

No. 892 Oakland place Occupation without certificate. 

Southwest corner of Crotona avenue 
and One Hundred and Eighty-third 
street Occupation without certificate. 

East side of White Plains avenue, 96 

feet west cf First street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 970 Stebbins avenue Occupation without certificate. 

Southwest corner of Two Hundred and 

First street and Perry aven-je Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1376 Prospect avenue Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Arthur avenue, north of 

One Hundred and Eighty-sixth street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1 720 Webster avenue Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1027 Union avenue Occupation without certificate. 
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No. Date. Location. Cause. 

Northeast corner of West Farms road 

and Bear Swamp road Occupation without certificate. 

North side of West Farms road, i6o 

feet west of Bronx Park avenue. . . . Occupation without certificate. 

South side of West Farms road, 134 

feet west of Bronx Park avenue.... Occupation without certificate. 

No. 2127 Arthur avenue Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Two Hundred and Fifth 
street, 209 feet 12 inches west of 
Mosholu parkway Occupation without certificate. 

Northwest corner of One Hundred and 

Fifty-first street and Jackson avenue. Occupation without certificate. 

West Farms road, 25 feet east of 

Bronx Park avenue Occupation without certificate. 

West side of Morris avenue, 106 feet 
west of One Hundred and Fifty-first 
street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 1427 Bryant street Occupation without certificate. 

West side of Villa avenue, 43 feet 
west of Two Hundred and Fifth 
street Occupation without certificate. 

24. J'jne 29 No. 1030 Stebbins avenue Occupation without certificate. 



14. 


June 


8 


15. 


June 


8 


16. 


June 


6 


17- 


June 


II 


18. 


June 


II 


19. 


Jane 


15 


20. 


June 


15 


21. 


June 


IS 


22. 


June 


25 


23. 


June 


29 



From July i to December 31, 1906. 



No. Date. Location. Cause. 

25. Oct. 18 South side of Oakland place, 125 feet 

west of Prospect avenue Occupation without certificate. 

26. Oct. 29 East side of Elton avenue, 51 feet 

north of One Hundred and Fifty- 
ninth street Occupation without certificate. 

27. Nov. 16 East side of Anthony avenue, 80 feet 

south of One Hundred and Eighty- 
first street Occupation without certificate. 

28. Nov. 16 East side of Anthony aveirae, 60 feet 

south of One Hundred and Eighty- 
first street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 886 Grant avenue Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Anthony avenue, 40 feet 
south of One Hundred and Eighty- 
first street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 2978 Park avenue Occupation without certificate. 

No. 2392 Hughes avenue Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Arthur avenue, 37 J4 feet 
north of One Hundred and Eighty- 
ninth street Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Minford place, 200 feet 
so-ath of One Hundred and Seventy, 
second street Occupation without certificate. 



29. 


Nov. 


16 


30. 


Nov. 


23 


31- 


Nov. 


26 


32. 


Nov. 


26 


33. 


Nov. 


26 


34. 


Nov. 


26 
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No. Date. Location. Cause. 



Northwest corner of Clinton avenue 

and Oakland place Occupation without certificate. 

Southwest corner of Intervale avenue 

and Barretto street Occupation without certificate. 

East side of White Plains avenue. loo 

feet south of Kossuth avenue Occupation without certificate. 

East side of Villa avenue. 56.41 feet 
sotith of Two Hundred and Fourth 
street Occupation without certificate. 

No. 749 Jackson avenue Occupation without certificate. 

No. 753 Jackson avenue Occupation without certificate. 

No. 4418 Park avenue Occupation without certificate. 

South side of East One Hundred and 
Seventy-eighth street, 13 feet west 
of Morris Park avenue Occupation without certificate. 



35- 


Nov. 


26 


36. 


Nov. 


26 


37. 


Dec. 


17 


38. 


Dec. 


17 


39- 


Dec. 


28 


40. 


Dec. 


28 


41. 


Dec. 


28 


42. 


Dec. 


28 







Old Building Vacation Cases. 


No. 


Date. 


Location, Cause. 




July 6 









BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
From January i to June 30, 1906. 



No. Date. Location. Cause. 

No. 3 State street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 5 State street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 7 State street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 9 State street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 1 1 State street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 721 Fifth avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escapes. 

No. 22 Whit well place Unsanitary conditions. 

Nos. 20 and 22 Whitwell place (rear) Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escapes. 

No. 235 Vork street Lack of fire escapes. 

Nos. 237, 239 and 241 York street. . . . Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 19 Columbia street Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 21 Columbia street Lack of fire escapes. 

No. 56 Grand street * Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 268 Johnson avenue Unsanitary conditions. 



I. 


Jan. 


29 


2. 


Jan. 


29 


3. 


Jan. 


29 


4. 


Jan. 


29 


5. 


Jan. 


29 


6. 


Feb. 


5 


7. 


Feb. 


20 


8. 


Feb. 


20 


9. 


Mar. 


I 


10. 


Mar. 


I 


II. 


Mar. 


28 


12. 


Mar. 


28 


13- 


Mar. 


29 


14. 


Mar. 


29 
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No. Date. Location, Cause. 



No. 22 Bancroft place Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 416 Carroll street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

' escapes. 

No. 1067 St. Mark's avemie Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 50 Leonard street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escapes. 

No. 50 Leonard street (rear) Unsanitary conditions. 

Nos. 210 and 213 Third avenue Unsanitary conditions; 

escapes. 

Nos. 214 and 216 Third avenue Unsanitary conditions; 

escapes. 

No. 71 Sackett street Unsanitary conditions; 

escapes. 

Nos. 74 and 76 Columbia street Unsanitary conditions. 

'No. 353 Furman street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 71 Johnson avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 363 Hamilton avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 141 Thirty-eighth street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 105 North Eighth street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escapes. 

No. 359 Metropolitan avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 70 Union avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 19 Prescott place Unsanitary conditions. 

Nos. 167 and 169 Butler street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 176 Amity street Illegally altered. 

No. 359 Metropolitan avenue (rear).. Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escapes. 



15. 


April 16 


16. 


April 16 


17. 


April 16 


18. 


April 18 


19. 


April 18 


20. 


May 7 


21. 


May 7 


22. 


May 8 


23. 


May 10 


24. 


May 8 


as- 


May 8 


26. 


May 15 


27. 


May 22 


28. 


• June 4 


29. 


June 4 


30. 


June 15 


31. 


June 27 


32. 


June 30 


33. 


June 29 


3^. 


June 30 



lack 


of 


fire 


lack 


of 


fire 


lack 


of 


fire 



From July i to December 31, 1906. 



No. Date. Location. Cause. 

35. July 10 No. 63 Hopkins street (rear) Unsanitary conditions. 

36. July 10 No. 253 Johnson avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

37. July 10 No. 128 Meserole street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

38 No. 97 Sutter avenue Illegally converted. 

39 No. 99 Sutter avenue Illegally converted. 

40 No. 10 1 Sutter avenue Illegally converted. 

41 No. 103 Sutter avenue Illegally converted. 

42 No. 105 Sutter avenue Illegally converted. 
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No. Date. Location. Cause. 

43. Jjly 26 No. 72 Throop avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

44. July 26 Nos. 911 and 913 Myrtle avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

45- July 26 Nos. 406 and 408 Lorimer street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

46. July 26 No. 184 Boerura street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

47. July 20 No. 1483 Bergen street Illegally converted. 

48. July 26 Nos. 762 and 764 Liberty avenue Illegally converted. 

49. July 27 No. 12 Fleet street (rear) Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

50. July 26 No. 152 Johnson avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

51. Aug. 2 No. 361 Metropolitan avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

52. Aug. I No. 158 Belmont avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

53. Aug. 6 No. 446 Clinton street Illegally converted. 

54. Aug. 7 No. 176 Osborn street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

55. Aug. 7 No. 206 Concord street Unsanitary conditions. 

56. Aug. 13 No. 148 Twenty-second street Unsanitary 'conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

57. Aug. 14 No. 564 Graham aven-ae Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

58. Aug. 22 Nos. 39 and 31 Main street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

59. Aug. 25 No. 43 Sixteenth street Lack of fire escape. 

60 No. 77 First place Illegally converted. 

61. Sept. s No. 297 Hooper street Unsanitary conditions; lacjc of fire 

escape. 

62. Sept. 13 No. 420 Hudson avenue Unsanitary conditions; unsafe fire 

escape. 

63. Sept. 28 No. 313 Van Brunt street Unsanitary conditions. 

64. Sept. 20 No. 301 Myrtle avenue Unsanitary conditions; unsafe fire es- 

cape. 

65. Sept. 27 No. 169 Twenty-second street Unsanitary conditions. 

66. Oct. 20 No. 197 Johnson avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

67. Oct. 5 No. 17s Frost street Illegally converted. 

68. Sept. 29 No. 120 Thatford avenue Unsanitary conditions; unsafe fire 

escape. 

69. Oct. 5 No. 132 Thatford avenue Illegally occupied. 

70. Oct. 5 No. 314 Lorimer street Unsanitary conditions. 

71. Oct. 15 No. 151 B'jtler street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

72. Oct. 13 No. 28 Hicks street Unsanitary conditions. 
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Google 



No. 


Dat< 




73. 


Oct 


29 


74. 


Nov. 


8 


75. 


Oct. 


31 


1(^' 


Nov. 


5 


77- 


Nov. 


5 


78. 


Nov. 


5 


79. 


Nov. 


5 


80. 


Nov. 


5 


81 


Nov. 


5 


82. 


Nov. 


5 


83. 


Nov. 


5 


84. 


Nov. 


8 


85. 


Nov. 


12 


86. 


Nov. 


13 


87. 


Nov. 


12 


88. 


Nov. 


12 


89. 


Nov. 


20 


90. 


Dec. 


II 


91. 


Dec. 


II 


92. 


Nov. 


26 


93. 


Nov. 


28 


94. 


Nov. 


28 


95. 


Dec. 


10 


96. 


Dec. 


30 


97- 


Dec. 




98. 


Dec. 




99. 


Dec. 




100. 


Dec. 




lOI. 


Dec. 




102. 






103. 
104. 
los. 
106. 






* 
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Location. Cause. 



No. 146 Meserole street (rear) Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 436 Hudson avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 308 Union avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 361 Metropolitan avenue (rear).. Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 363 Metropolitan avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 363 Metropolitan avenue (rear).. Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 365 Metropolitan avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 365 Metropolitan avenue (rear).. Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 736 Gates avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

"No. 742 Gates avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 744 Gates aven'je Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 420 Hudson avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 332 Plymouth street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 548 Carroll street (rear) Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 38 Scholes street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 38 Scholes street (rear) Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

Nos. 163 and 165 Stone avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 27 Prince street Unsanitary conditions. 

"Nos. 29 and 31 Prince street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 504 Warren street (rear) Illegally altered. 

No. 828 Dean street (rear) Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 375 Bushwick avenue Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 210 Skillman avenue Illegally converted. 

No. 913 Flushing avenue Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 

No. 42 Glenmore avenue. Illegally converted. 

No. 74 Osborn street Illegally converted. 

No. 72 Osborn street Illegally converted. 

No. 482 Sackraan street Illegally converted. 

Nos. 29 and 31 Main street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 167 Navy street Lack of fire escape. 

'No. 222 Myrtle avenae Lack of fire escape. 

No. 224 Myrtle avenue Lack of fire escape. 

No. 106 Wallabout street Unsanitary conditions. 

No. 1416 Bergen street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
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BOROUGH OF QUEENS. 
From July i to December 31, 1906. 



No. Date. Location. Cause. 

• 

Aug. 26 No. 69 Tenth street Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
Aug. 6 East side of Clermont avenue, 215 feet 

north of Jay avenue, Maspeth Illegally converted. 

3. Sept. 4 North side of Bandaman avenue, 175 

feet east of Elm avenue, Jamaica. . . Illegally converted. 

4. Dec. 20 No. 25 Jackson avenae, Long Island 

City Unsanitary conditions; lack of fi^e 

escape. 
Dec. 27 No. 27 Jackson avenue. Long Island 

City Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
Dec. 20 No. 29 Jackson avenue. Long Island 

City Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
Dec. 2^ No. 129 Jackson avenue, Long Island 

City Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
Dec. 27 No. 131 Jackson avenue, Long Island 

City Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 



BOROUGH OF RICHMOND. 



No. Date. Location. Cause. 

I. Dec. 5 No. 20 Franklin street, West Brighton. Unsanitary conditions; lack of fire 

escape. 
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ACTION ON COMPLAINTS RECEIVED 

From January i 



Manhattan. 
Items. Totals. 



The Bronx. 



Items. Totals 



Complaints received 



I5>682 



741 



Signed 4,050 

Anonymous 11 ,632 



Previously acted on 

By a violation 

By a complaint 

Violations issued 

Old building violations 

New building violations 

Alteration violations 

Prostitution violations 

Cause of complaint removed 

No basis 

No action necessary 

Filed , 

Referred to other departments 

Department oi Education 

Department of Fire 

Department of Health 

Department of Labor 

Department of Police 

Department of Street Cleaning 

Department of Water Supply, Gas and Electricity. 

Bureau of Buildings 

Bureau of Highways 

Bureau of Licenses 

Bureau of Sewers -. . . . 

Referred to Charity Organization Society 

Still pending 



.... 


2,969 


2,012 




957 




.... 


6,332 


6,286 




2 




37 




7 






2,027 




3,314 




560 




727 




752 



481 
60 
15 
16 

5 

147 

II 

I 

2 



Total 



15,682 



132 
609 



61 
6 



452 



67 



452 



37 

100 
51 

34 



741 
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BY TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT, 
to June 30, 1906. 



Brooklyn. 

f ^ , 

Items. Totals. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 
A 



New York City. 



Per Cent. 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



4,921 



167 



25 



21,536 



1,345 
3,576 



147 



22 

3 



5*696 

15,840 



26.45 
73-55 



41s 
305 



2,471 



325 



720 



2,513 



3,790 17.60 



566 
783 



(>1 



69 



IS 
42 



2.522 




.... 


1,258 




.... 





9,374 


43.53 


9,284 






3 




.... 


80 







7 




.... 


.... 


2,064 


9.58 





2,995 


13.91 


.... 


1,441 


6.69 


.... 


727 


3.38 




1,126 


5-23 


2 






14 






848 






61 






15 






16 






5 






151 







I 

18 



.08 



4,921 



167 



25 



21,536 
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From July i to December 



Manhattan. 

, ^ » 

Items. Totals. 



The Bronx. 

K 

Items. Totals- 



Complaints received 



16,626 



824 



Signed . . . . 
Anonymous 



3,96s 
13,661 



168 
656 



Previously acted on 

By a violation 

By a complaint 

Violations issued 

Old building violations . 

New building violations. 

Alteration violations . . . . 

Prostitution violations . . 
Cause of complaint removed. 

No basis 

No action necessary 

Filed 



Referred to other departments 

Department of Education 

Department of Fire 

Department of Health 

' Department of Labor 

Department of Police 

Derpartment of Street Cleaning 

Department of Water Supply, Gas and Electricity 

Bureau of Buildings 

Bureau of Highways 

Bureau of Sewers 

Board of Aldermen 

Referred to Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. 
Referred to Society for Prevention of Cruelty to Children. 
Still pending 



2,621 
860 

6,069 
I 

19 

2 



12 

483 

54 

6 

32 

6 

129 

20 

•5 



3,481 



6,091 



1,938 

2,335 

741 

869 

740 



76 
13 



89 



444 



I 
429 



75 

"3 

59 



16,626 



834 
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31, i9o6. Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 

A 


New York City, 
'items: Totals. 


5 


Per Cent. 

A 


Items. Totals. 


Items. Totals. 


Items. Totals. ^ 


ems. Totals. 


4.596 


147 


.... 21 


.... 


22,214 


.... 100.00 




== 










1,656 


122 


18 


4,929 




22.19 


2,940 


25 


3 


17.28s 




77.81 


836 


28 


II 




4,445 


20.01 


517 


18 


II 


3.243 







319 


10 




1,202 







.... 2,229 


64 


6 




8.834 


39-77 


2,076 


60 




8.655 







6 


• t • • 




7 






147 


4 




170 

2 


2.013 


9-51 


553 


14 


.... 2 





3,017 


13.14 


628 


.... 21 


.... 2 


.... 


1,451 
869 


6.54 
3.91 


272 


19 






1,076 


4.85 









3 








I 


.... 




13 








247 


19 




78a 








13 


.... 




^7 
6 

22 
6 








II 


.... 




150 

20 

6 








I 


.... 




I 








.... .... 


.... .... 


.... .... 


.... 


I 


.01 


.... .... 


.... .... 


.... .... 


.... 


I 


.01 


Tf 


.... X 





.... 


507 


2.25 


4,596 


147 


.... 21 


.... 


22,214 


.... 100.00 
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NATURE OF COMPLAINTS RECEIVED BY 

From January i to 



Manhattan. 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 
A 



Items. 



Totals. 



Chimneys 

Cleaning needed , 

Repairs needed 

Smoky 

Other defects 

Cleanliness, lack of 

Airshaf t 

Alley 

Apartments 

Area 

Basement 

Bathroom 

Ceiling 

Cellar 

Dumb waiter 

Fire escapes 

Floors 

Hall carpets 

Halls and stairs 

Lot, empty 

Premises 

Roof , 

Sheds 

Shop, store or factory... 

Sills 

' Sinks , 

Skylight 

Stable 

Wallpaper 

Wallpaper, new over old. 

Walls (inside) 

Woodwork 

Yard 

Other 



32 

165 

49 



1.237 
12 

552 
51 

182 

32 

108 

8S5 

55 

22 

35 

191 

648 

12 

1,663 

99 

26 

"5 

I 

56 

25 

28 

20 

24 

114 

38 

775 

3 



6,979 



52 

a 
7 
3 
5 

a 
13 
38 

4 

7 

28 
24 

2 
27 



3 
9 

2 

17 

7 



253 
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THE TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT. 
June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



^ r 



Richmond. 
A 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



New York City. 

( ^ ^ Per 

Items. Totals. Cent. 



13 

39 

6 



38 

7 

23 

2 
29 

12 

4 

317 

13 



33 



1. 123 



59 



1,884 



18 



32 



48 

211 

55 

2 

1,328 
21 

582 
56 

216 
46 

125 
1,215 

72 

22 

43 
221 
705 

14 

2,%Z2 
100 
27 
123 



316 



1. 15 



9,149 33.06 



34 



214 
4 



60 
25 
63 
20 
38 
127 
40 
1,013 
14 
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Manhattan. 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 
Items. Totals. 



Drainage imperfect 

Alley 

Area 

Basement 

Cellar 

Cesspool 

Roof, gutter 

Roof, leader 

Shaft 

Yard 

Other imperfections 

Dampness 

Apartments 

Cellar 

House flooded 

Walls 

Water from adjoining premises 

Other 

Fire, danger from 

Bulkhead or scuttle locked 

Combustibles stored 

Egress inadequate or obstructed 

Fire escapes, insufficient or defective. 

Fire escapes lacking 

Fire escapes obstructed 

Fire escapes, painting needed 

Fireproofing lacking 

Floor slats of wood 

Ladder lacking 

Practices dangerous 

Other danger 

Garbage and ashes , 

Cans, insufficient 

Cans, lacking 

Cans, need cleaning 

Improper disposition 

Other 



S19 



32 



3 

25 

30 
S8 
II 
14 
180 

64 
133 



41 

329 

12 

30 

100 

I 

58 

88 

133 

264 

70 

408 

18 

56 



27 



52 
17 
40 
40 



S13 



1,142 



149 



2 

3 

5 

14 



13 
3 



IS 



17 



63 
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Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



New York City. 
Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



Per 
Cent. 



44 



63 



3 

26 

131 

250 

45 

4 

68 
31 

2 
16 

M 
6 

2 
8 



157 



576 



30 



24 



17 



14 



3 
28 
31 

61 

14 

19 

240 

65 

»43 

3 

42 

404 

15 

35 

202 

I 

59 

93 

175 

399 

360 

475 

23 

60 

78 

41 

29 

45 

72 
23 
42 
49 



607 2.20 



699 3.53 



1,837 6.71 



187 .68 
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Manhattan. 
A 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Light insufficient 

Day 

Night 

Plumbing, defective 

Tubs 

Faucets 

Ice box 

Inspection requested. 

Leak 

Out of order 

Drain pipe 

Gas pipe 

Sewer pipe 

Vent pipe 

Waste pipe 

'Water supply pipe 

Plumber unlicensed.. 

Sewer connection.... 

Sinks 

Other defects 

Repairs 

Apartments 

Banister 

Carpets 

Ceiling 

Clothes pole 

Doors 

Dumb waiter 

Fence 

Floor 

Hall 

Hall oilcloth 

House 

Plaster 

Roof leaks 

Sidewalk 

Sink 



245 
783 

109 

6 

14 

282 

n 
46s 
73 
47 
99 

8 

i6s 

42 

21 

65 

92 
161 



72 
396 

7 
24 

34 
36 
23 
10 
36 

3 

17 

443 

3 



1,028 



1,726 



78 



t>322 



19 

59 



23 
3 
7 



45 
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Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 
A 



Items. 



Totals. 



Items. Totals. 



Items. 



Totals. 



New York City. 

r—, ^ N Per 

Items. Totals. Cent. 



48 
434 

I 

6 



380 
II 
28 
24 



483 



487 



19 



3 

3 

22 



f^l 



312 
1,276 

117 
9 

293 
79 

863 
87 
78 

124 
II 

174 
II 
22 
88 
96 

194 



II 

73 

420 

8 
24 
37 
37 
27 
II 
38 

4 

17 

490 

6 

ID 



i»588 5.70 



2,310 8.32 



1,435 S.19 
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Skylight 

Stairs 

Stoop 

Walls (inside) 

Walls (foundation) 

Walls (outside) 

Wash roof 

Windows 

Other repairs 

Unlawful use 

Basement or cellar occupation. 
Construction and alteration . . . . 
Occupation without certificate. 

Overcrowding 

Prostitution 

Rags and junk stored 

Other 

Ventilation 

Apartments 

House 

Halls 

Inspection requested 

Other 

Water closets 

Foul 

Improper location 

Inspection requested 

Insufficient accommodation... 

Leaks 

Repairs needed 

Roof leaks 

School sink foul 

Ventilation bad 

Water, lack to flush 

Other defects 



Manhattan. 


The Bronx. 


Items. 


Totals.^ 


Items. Totals. 


7 






51 






4 






3a 






32 






8 






5 






SI 




• 


13 


57^ 


2 

25 


190 




I 


155 




8 


13 




2 


86 




7 


77 




3 


51 




I 



25 



26 

40 



1,746 

I 

194 

104 

80 

574 

2 

133 

59 

333 



3,»26 



14 

4 

I 

ID 
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Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Items. Totals. 



Richmond. 

A 



New York City. 



Per 

Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Cent. 



66 
60 
28 
II 
13 
4 

16 

I 
S 



687 



31 
5 
I 
6 

36 



32 



872 



43 



8 
53 

5 
33 
3a 

9 

5 
59 
17 

203 

234 

79 

122 

91 

65 

7 

42 

3 

33 

40 



2,523 

I 

208 

201 

104 

616 

7 

135 

68 

369 



801 



128 



4,242 15.27 
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Manhattan. 



items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 



Items. Totals. 



Water supply i»79^ 

Engine defective 1 1 

Foul 44 

Hydrant defective 3 

Insufficient ii433 

Pump defective 22 

Pump lacking 2 

Tank defective 69 

Tank foul 157 

Tank lacking 7 

Tank leaks 15 

Tank overflows 29 

Miscellaneous .... X|8d6 

Animals, dead 13 

Animals, fowls, etc., on premises 56 

Clotheslines in shafts 138 

Coal gas 61 

Halls, shafts or stairs obstructed 62 

Heat insufficient 10 

Janitor, none 33 

Odors, cause not specified 147 

Premises, inspection requested 803 

Smoke 130 

Tenants, uncleanly practices or disorderly 277 

Trades or business annoy 72 

Other miscellaneous 34 

Total causes of complaints 21,144 



3 

4 
20 



6 

57 

7 

3 



31 



93 



825 
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Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 

A 


New York City. 

f ^ \ 

Items. Totals. 


Per 
Cent. 


Items. Totals. 


'^Items. Totals^. ^ Items. Totals. 


164 


5 




.... 


II 

47 
7 




1,992 


7.20 


163 








1,621 

22 

3 

71 

157 

7 

15 








I 








31 








447 


7 




.... 






2,383 


8.62 


2S2 








297 

61 

146 








I 








67 
62 
10 
35 








24 








177 








25 








885 








I 








138 








68 








353 








II 








83 








35 








69 




27,674 




S.503 


174 




28 




100.00 
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From July i to December 



Manhattan. 

A 

Items. Totals. 



The Bronx. 

i ' X 

Items. Totals. 



Chimneys 

Cleaning needed 

Repairs needed 

Smoky 

Other defects 

Cleanliness, lack of 

Airshaft 

Alley 

Apartments 

Area 

Basement 

Bathroom 

Ceiling 

Cellar 

Dumbwaiter 

Fire escapes 

Floors 

Hall carpets k .. . 

Halls and stairs 

Lot, empty 

Premises 

Roof 

Sheds 

Shop, store or factory . . . 

Sinks 

Skylight 

Stable 

Wallpaper 

. Wallpaper, new over old. 

Walls (inside) 

Woodwork 

Yard 

Other 

Drainage imperfect 

Alley 

Area 



306 



54 
177 

74 



1,689 

13 
464 

99 
188 

20 

251 

1,118 

30 
7 

78 
272 
627 

II 

1,369 

141 

12 
612 

47 
4 

30 

18 

18 
232 

65 
882 

4 



8,301 



54 
12 

5 

6 

9 

2 

8 

36 

29 

3 

3 

35 

19 

4 



276 
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31, igo6, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Items. 



Richmond. New York City. 

A , , A , Per 

Totals. Items. Totals. Cent. 



57 



47 
S 
3 

59 

2 

37 

4 

29 

4 

7 

372 

12 



7 
45 



5 

IS 



183 



1.737 



42 



57 

234 

79 

4 

1.802 

27 

507 

109 

227 

26 

266 

1.531 

71 

10 

81 

314 

692 

15 

2,334 

143 

17 

629 

47 
4 
59 
19 
29 

245 

67 

1,081 

7 



10,359 



34.46 



84 



624 



2.08 



17 
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Basement 

Cellar 

Cesspool 

Roof, gutter 

Roof, leader 

Shaft 

Yard /.... 

Other 

Dampness 

Apartments 

Cellar 

House flooded 

Walls 

Water from adjoining premises 

Other 

Fh-e, danger from 

Bulkhead or scuttle locked 

Combustibles stored 

Egress inadequate or obstructed 

Fire escapes, insufficient or defective. 

Fire escapes lacking 

Fire escapes obstructed 

Fire escapes, painting needed 

Fircproofing lacking 

Floor slats of wood 

Ladder lacking 

Practices dangerous 

Other dangers 

Garbage and ashes 

Cans insufficient 

Cans, lacking 

Cans, need cleaning 

Improper disi)Osition 

Light insufficient 

Day 

Night 



Manhattan. 


The Bronx. 


Items. 


Totals.^ 


Items. Totals. 


20 




.... 


28 




I 


13 







II 




.... 


203 




13 


73 




.... 


154 




3 



363 

2 
166 



59 

105 

109 

170 

66 

366 

16 

34 

15 

16 

13 



^3 

6 

69 

107 

177 
780 



568 



969 



205 



957 



34 

II 

18 

15 

I 

9 

I 



^4 



98 



69 



9 
60 
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Brooklyn. 

—A-.. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



New York City. 



Per 
Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Cent. 



49 



29 
3 



81 

3 
80 
«3 



4 
48 

n 
210 

33 

I 
19 



15 
39 

4 
33 



346 



179 



71 



384 



32 

13 
II 

265 
73 

186 
6 

26 

451 

7 

21 
256 

13 

59 

no 

191 

262 

301 

404 

17 

45 

35 

27 

14 

14 

39 
36 
73 

13s 

224 

1,187 



774 



2.57 



1.479 



4.92 



283 



1,411 



.94 



4.70 
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Manhattan. 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 

^ A .^ 

Items. Totals. 



Plumbing defective . . . . . 

Bathtub 

Faucets 

Icebox 

Inspection requested 

Leak 

Out of order 

Drain pipe 

Gas pipe 

Sewer pipe 

Vent pipe 

Waste pipe 

Water supply pipe 

Plumber, unlicensed 

Sewer connection .. 

Sinks 

Other 

Repairs 

Banister 

Carpets 

Ceiling 

Clothespole , 

Doors 

Dumbwaiter , 

Fence 

Floor 

Hall 

Hall oilcloth 

House 

Plaster 

Roof leaks 

Sidewalk 

Sink 

Skylight 

Stairs 

Stoop 

Walls, inside 



1.797 



SI 



"5 

8 

34 

297 

131 

467 

118 

1^ 

25 

5 

323 

54 

16 

76 

133 

19 

II 
44 
367 
21 
13 
II 
35 
16 
3 
27 



363 
18 

8 
16 
65 

6 
25 



[,203 
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Brooklyn. 

^ A , 

Items. Totals, 



Queens. 



Richmond. 
A 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



New York City. 

, ^ ^ Per 

Items. Totals. Cent 



561 



35 



361 
10 
12 
48 



14 

6 

84 



37 

4 
8 



49 



34 



177 



18 



8.15 



128 

12 

30 

299 

137 

8SS 

135 

94 

75 

7 

229 

73 
16 
112 
140 
109 

II 
44 

405 
25 
22 
II 
36 
28 
4 
28 
50 
22 

402 
20 
12 
18 
71 
9 
31 



1,407 



4.68 
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Manhattan. 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Walls, foundation 

Walls, outside 

Wash roof 

Windows 

Other 

Unlawful use 

Basement or cellar occupation . 

Construction and alteration . . . . 

Occupation without certificate 

Overcrowding 

Prostitution 

Rags and junk stored 

Others 

Ventilation 

Apartments 

House 

Halls 

Inspection requested 

Other 

Water closets 

Access insufficient 

Demolished or removed 

Foul 

Improper location 

Inspection requested 

Insufficient accommodation . . . 

Leaks 

Repairs needed 

Roof leaks 

School sink foul 

Ventilation bad 

Water, lack to flush 

Other 

Water supply 

Engine defective 

Foul 



45 

17 

5 

53 
13 

315 
172 

12 

79 
67 
60 



49 
3 



3 

I 

2,015 

2 

179 

87 

79 

899 

4 

150 

39 

ao5 



63 



705 



95 



3.663 



2,267 



3 
33 



3 
13 



23 
12 



78 



76 



45 
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Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



New York City. 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



Per 

Cent. 



5 
4 

14 
117 
163 

49 

42 



697 



95 

21 

48 

8 

8 
42 



385 



919 



227 



44 



IS 



52 



13 



47 
22 

5 
S8 
26 

332 
317 
193 
156 

67 
105 

13 

73 

6 

28 

23 

5 



2,789 
2 
183 
189 
104 
956 

12 
151 

48 
273 



64 



1,183 



13s 



4.723 



3.93 



15.71 



2,540 



8.45 
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Hydrant defective 

InsuflFicient 

Pump defective 

Pump lacking 

Tank defective 

Tank foul 

Tank lacking 

Tank leaks 

Tank overflows 

Miscellaneous 

Animals, dead 

Animals, fowls, etc., on premises 

Clotheslines in shafts 

Coal gas 

Halls, shafts or stairs obstructed 

Heat insufficient 

Janitor, none 

Odors, cause not specified 

Premises, inspection requested 

Smoke 

Tenants, uncleanly practices or disorderly. 

Trades or businesses annoy 

Other 



Manhattan. 


The 


Bronx. 

A 


r 

Items. 


Totals.^ 


Items. 


Totals? 


10 




.... 




1,644 




37 




36 









3 




I 




61 




X 




366 




6 




3 









29 









SO 












1,97a 





151 


5 








40 




I 




ia6 




16 




32 




2 




60 









10 









35 









149 




19 




999 




89 




38 




14 




395 




J 




53 




I 




30 




7 
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Brooklyn. 


Queens. 

/< ^ ^ 

Items. Totals. 


T^ 


Richmond. 


New York City. 
Items. Totals. 


Per 

Cent. 


Items. Totals. 


terns. Totals. 










\ 




a 










12 






224 

I 










1,90s 

36 

4 

62 

372 

3 

30 

50 






185 


13 






.... 


5 


2,321 


7-72 


45 
I 










93 
142 

34 
60 
II 






2 










37 






29 










197 






2 


2 








1,092 






4 










56 






SS 


4 








456 






26 










80 






21 










58 
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NATURE OF ORDERS ISSUED BY THE 

From Januar>' i 



Manhattan. 



Items. 



Totals. 



The Bronx. 
A 



Item?. 



Totals. 



Ventilation 

Interior rooms, 1-3 

Other (scuttle, etc.), 4-9 

Hall lighting 

Day: 

Skylight, 3o-2of 

Wood panels, 21-22; 29-30 

Night, 25-28 

Painting, 40-41 

Riving and grading, 60-67 

Repairs 

General, 80-88; 91-96 

Roof, 89-90 

Unlawful use, 112-1 17-124 

Protection from fire 

Storage of combustibles, i lo-i 1 1 

Bakery, 113-114 

Fireproofing, 115-116 

Fire escapes, provide, 140-151 

Fire escapes, made adequate, 14 1-7; 149-50; 152-60. 

Remove incumbrances, 148 

Other egress, 170-88 

Drainage, 200-14 

Water closets 

School sink, remove, 230 

Provide or remove, 23i-34b; 247 

Repair, 235-39; 249-57 1 

Cleanse, 239a-246 ; 248 

Plumbing 

Sinks, 270-77 

Plumbing fixtures, 300-319 

Plumbing pipes, 330-354 

Leaders and gutters, 360-369 

Water supply 

Defective, 380-382 ; 386 

Repair appliances, 383-85 ; 387-90 



447 
49 



496 



991 



90 



573 




9 




397 




22 




21 




59 






3,609 




512 




1,984 




324 




10,301 




680 


7.648 




495 




2.653 




185 







314 





II 





2,529 




1,888 


62 




10 




41 




4 




74 




6 




263 




269 




852 




453 




10 




113 




1,227 




1,033 






795 




131 


.... 


12,910 




1,776 


213 




14 




562 




26 




8,830 




1,461 




3,305 




275 




.... 


16,570 





1.363 


2,040 




141 




9,944 




831 




3.677 




281 




909 




no 






3,892 




30s 


690 




42 




3,202 




263 
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TENEMENT HOUSE DEPARTMENT. 
June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Queens. 



Items. 



Totals. 



Richmond. 



Items. 



Totals. 



New York City. 



Items 



Totals. 



Per 

Cent. 



65 

7 



1,025 



521 
62 



583 



.52 



1.88 



240 




3 




59 




I 




726 


761 

227 

1,568 




3 

I 
27 


1,281 




2Z 




287 




4 






108 




I 




6,019 


.... 


191 


49 




.... 




18 




. 




^1 




9 




3,09s 




24 




1,409 




51 




96 




7 




1.335 




100 






189 





4 




3,108 





73 


32 




8 




Z27 




2 




1,939 




40 




810 




2Z 






3,861 




48 


495 


> 


5 




1,916 




26 




1,243 




14 




207 




3 







967 





13 


603 




I 




364 


- 


12 





825 
479 

806 



9,448 
3,129 



121 
63 

108 
3.654 
2.76s 

226 
3.697 



267 

917 

12,270 

4.414 

2,681 

12,720 

5,218 

1,229 

1.336 
3.843 



4,885 4.32 

2,536 2.25 

12,577 II. 16 



434 
10,634 



1,119 
17,868 



5.179 



.39 
9.43 



.99 
15.85 



21,848 19.38 



4.60 
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Cleaning, 400-410 

Shafts and courts, 430-434 

Miscellaneous 

Ash and garbage cans, 450-451. 

Provide janitor, 45a 

File owners name, 457 

Other, 453-456; 458-464 

Total 



Manhattan. 


The Bronx. 

A 


Items. 


Totals. 


Items. 




Totals^ 




18,162 


.... 




2,397 





48 







7 





5.294 







2,177 


1.468 




460 






19 











3.696 




1,558 






III 




159 







77,895 



11,668 



From July i to December 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Items. Totals. Items. Totals 



Ventilation 

Interior rooms 

Other (scuttles, etc.) 

Hall lighting 

Day: 

Skylight 

Wood panels 

Night 

Painting 

Paving and grading 

Repairs 

General 

Roof 

Unlawful use 

Protection from fire 

Storage of combustibles 

Bakery 

Fireproofing 

Fire escapes, provide 

Fire escapes made adequate. 



1,719 
97 



1,816 



3.020 



86 
98 



184 



63a 



2,013 




75 




983 




16 




24 




541 




.... 


2,323 


.... 


610 


— 


3,235 




392 


— 


7.638 





900 


6,705 




738 




933 




162 







778 




61 




4,397 





3,019 


69 




5 




435 




110 




263 




5 




335 




324 




1,192 




1,076 
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Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


New York City. 

Items. Totals. 


Per 

Cent. 


Items. 


Totals. 


Items. 


Totals. 


'items. Totals.^ 




3,453 


.... 


35 


.... I 






24.048 


21.33 


.... 


4 


.... 


2 










61 


.05 




I.3S9 





17 


4 







8,851 


7.8s 


823 




5 






2,756 








2 











21 








257 




4 




3 


5.518 








277 




8 




I 


556 









423 



26 



112,733 100. oo 



31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. New York City. 

Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. Items. Totals. 



Per 

Cent. 



534 



1,576 



2.355 
207 



34 



2,562 2.67 



5,269 5.48 



963 




21 




5 


57 




9 




2 


556 


492 

466 

1,353 


4 


22 
21 

55 


.... 


1,222 




52 




17 


131 


662 
5,731 


3 


29 

88 


3 


50 








I 


527 




I 







65 




5 







2,797 




8 




2 


674 




26 




I 



3,077 






1,067 






1,125 









3,447 


3.59 





4,116 


4.28 


.... 


9,966 


10.37 


8,734 






1,232 









1,530 


1.59 




13,257 


13.80 


125 






1,073 






338 






3,466 






2,969 
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Remove incumbrances 

Other egress 

Drainage 

Water closets 

School sink, remove. . 

Provide or remove . . . 

Repair 

Cleanse , 

Plumbing 

Sinks 

Plumbing fixtures .... 

Plumbing pipes 

Leaders and gutters . . 
Water supply 

Defective 

Repair appliances 

Cleaning 

Shafts and courts 

Miscellaneous 

Ash and garbage cans 

Provide janitor 

File owner's name . . . 

Other 

Total 



Manhattan. 


The Bronx. 

A 


Items. 


Totals.^ 


Items. 


Totals? 


15 




168 




2,088 




1,331 






702 





214 




8,659 




2,523 


1. 103 




11 




587 




14 




5,470 




2,184 




1.499 




314 




.... 


9,030 




1,688 


1,901 




230 




4.859 




1,040 




1.797 




284 




473 




134 




.... 


2,557 





404 


411 




59 




2,146 




345 




.... 


12,380 





2,813 




127 


.... 


57 




3,427 





2,848 


585 




329 




15 




I 




2,727 




2,278 




100 




240 





60,089 



16,345 



PROPOSED ALTERATIONS 
From January i to 



Boroughs. 



Filed. 



Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost. 


1,502 


1,911 


$3,349,020 00 


119 


133 


121,775 00 


1,122 


1,236 


471,049 00 


31 


34 


5,977 00 


7 


7 


1,998 00 


2,781 


3.321 


$3,949,819 00 



Manhattan 

The Bronx 

Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

New York City. 
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Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



Items. 


Totals. 


73 




1.545 






162 




2,270 


45 




366 




1,303 




556 






2.542 


447 




1,201 




736 




158 




.... 


454 


201 




253 






2,193 




78 




479 



Items. 



Totals. 



Items. 



Totals. 



New York City. 


Per 

Cent. 


Items. 




Totals] 


257 








5.029 













1,085 


1.13 


.... 




13,571 


14.13 


1,178 








979 








9,006 








2,408 













13.342 


13.88 


2,589 








7,134 








2,848 






• 


771 













3,420 


3.56 


673 








747 













17,448 


18.16 






263 


.27 






6,814 


7.09 


1,232 








16 








5,007 








559 









18 



7 
95 



24 



16 
11 
35 
33 

7 
29 
14 

4 



14 
6 

4 

5 

17 



28 



59 



298 



18,992 



529 



135 



TO TENEMENT HOUSES. 
June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



96,090 100.00 





Withdrawn 


I. 






In Force. 








Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost. 


Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost' 


9 


10 


$30,950 


00 


1.493 


1,901 


$3 


,318,070 


00 


4 


4 


5,800 


00 


"5 


129 




"5,975 


00 


21 


25 


11,774 


00 


1,101 

31 

7 


1,211 

34 

7 




459.275 
5,977 
1,998 


00 
no 












00 


- 








34 


39 


$48,524 


00 


2.747 


3,282 


$3 


,901,295 


00 
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From July i to December 



Boroughs. 



FUed. 



Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost? 


1.283 


1,549 


$2,183,327 00 


105 


III 


63,721 00 


913 


1,047 


374,956 00 


^1 


35 


14,488 00 


7 


7 


1,895 00 


2.335 


2,749 


$2,638,387 00 



Manhattan 

The Bronx 

Brooklyn 

Queens 

Richmond 

New York City. 
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31, i9o6, Inclusive. 





Withdrawn 








In Force. 






Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost. 


Plans. 


Houses. 


Estimated Cost! 


5 


S 


$10,535 


00 


1,278 


1.544 


$2,172,792 


00 


4 


4 


5.450 


00 


lOI 


107 


58,271 


00 


17 


26 


7,060 


00 


896 


1,021 


367.896 


00 


I 


I 


450 


00 


26 


34 


14.038 


00 




•• 






7 


7 


1.895 


on 










27 


36 


$23,495 


00 


2,308 


2,713 


, $2,614,892 


00 
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NUMBER OF PLANS FILED FOR NEW TENEMENT HOUSES, ALSO THE 
NUMBER OF BUILDINGS REPRESENTED AND THEIR ESTIMATED 
COST. 

Filed Between January i and June 30, 1906, and in Force the Latter Date. 





Boroughs. 


Plans. 


Buildings. 


Estimated Cost. 




Number. 


Per Cent.^ 


Number. 


Per Cent.^ 


Amount. 


Per Cent? 


Manhattan 




403 


28.54 


719 


22.85 


$40,513,900 00 


54.90 


The Bronx. 




170 


12.04 


294 


9.34 


10,193,100 00 


13.81 


Brooklyn . . 




683 


48.37 


1.835 


58.31 


21,369,700 00 


28.94 


Queens . . . 




155 


10.98 


298 


9.47 


1,724,800 00 


2.34 


Richmond 


New York City. 


' 


.07 


I 


.03 


5,000 00 


.01 




1,412 


100.00 


3.147 


100.00 


$73,806,500 00 


100.00 



Filed Between July i and December 31, 1906, and in Force the Latter Date. 





Boroughs. 


Plans. 

A 


Buildings. 


Estimated 


Cost. 




Number. 


Per Cent.^ 


Number. 


Per Cent.' 


r 

Amount. 


Per Cent? 


Manhattan 






132 


14.81 


207 


10.39 


$14,785,500 00 


38.57 


The Bronx. 


/. 




no 


12.35 


181 


9.08 


5.523,200 00 


14.41 


Brooklyn . 






538 


60.38 


J.395 


69.99 


16,482,550 00 


43.00 


Queens . . . 






108 


12.12 


206 


10.34 
.20 


1, 521, ICO 00 
18,500 00 


3.97 
.05 


Richmond . 






3 


•34 


4 




New 


York City. 


891 


100.00 


1.993 


100.00 


$38,330,850 00 


100.00 
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LOCATION OF NEW TENEMENTS IN MANHATTAN FOR WHICH PLANS 

WERE FILED. 
January i to June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Districts. 



Number of Number of Percentage 
Buildings. Apartments, of Buildings. 



Estimated 
Cost. 



Below Fourteenth street, east 

Below F burteenth street, west 

Fourteenth to Fifty-ninth street, east 

Fourteenth to Fifty-ninth street, west 

Fifty-ninth to Seventy-second street, east 

Fifty-ninth to Seventy-second street, west 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth 

street, east 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth 

street, west 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and 

Fifty-fifth street, east 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and 

Fifty-fifth street, west 

North of One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street.. 
Total 



71 


2,101 


9.87 


$3,039,000 00 


4 


"3 


.56 


150,000 00 


40 


1,114 


S.56 


1,974,000 00 


13 


334 


1.81 


645,000 00 


33 


954 


4.59 


2,326,000 00 


5 


146 


'79 


207,000 00 


82 


2,906 


11.40 


4,170,000 00 


41 


992 


5. 70 


4,397,000 00 


X16 


3,348 


16.13 


5,138,400 00 


210 


5,430 


29.21 


13,413,000 00 


104 


2,276 


14.47 


5,054,500 00 


719 


19,714 


xoo.oo 


$40,513,900 00 



July I to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Districts. 



Number of Number of Percentage Estimated 

Buildings. Apartments, of Buildings. Cost. 



Below Fourteenth street, east 

Below Fourteenth street, west 

Fourteenth to Fifty-ninth street, east 

Fourteenth to Fifty-aintia street, west 

Fourtec&tk te Fifty^nititti stteet, east 

Fifty-ninth to Seventy-second street, west 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth 
street, east 

Seventy-second to One Hundred and Tenth 
street, west * 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and 
Fifty-fifth street, east 

One Hundred and Tenth to One Hundred and 
Fifty-fifth street, west 

North of One Hundred and Fifty-fifth street. . 
Totol 



28 


802 


13.53 


$1,071,000 00 


7 


191 


3.38 


330,000 00 


15 


492 


7.25 


1,133,000 00 


4 


91 


1.93 


i4a/yoo 00 


8 


248 


3.86 


1,190,000 00 


9 


354 


4>35 


555,000 00 


29 


887 


14. ox 


1,385,000 00 


7 


227 


3.38 


2,340,000 00 


16 


494 


7.73 


731,000 00 


6x 


1,^3 


99^49 


4,740,000 at 


23 


519 


IX. zz 


l»l4StS90 90 


207 


5.968 


100.00 


>f4,785,5oo 00 
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HEIGHT OF NEW TENEMENTS BY STORIES 

January i to 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



buildings. Per Cent Buildings. Per Cent. 



One story 

Two stories 

Three stories 

Four stories 

Five stories 

Six stories 

Seven stories 

More than seven stories. 



11 
631 



Total 



87 



66 

2; 

9 

109 



•34 

23.45 

9.18 
30.9s 
37.08 



719 



294 



July I to 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



6> t y 

uildings. Per Cent Buildings. Per Cent. 



Two stories 

Three stories 

Four stories 

Five stories 

Six stories 

Seven stories 

More than seven stories. 



X 


.48 


24 


11.59 


170 


82.13 



Total 



5.80 



4 
S6 
X3 
57 
51 



2.2Z 
30.94 

7.18 
31.49 
28.18 



207 



z8i 



NUMBER OF NEW TENEMENTS PROVIDED 

January i to 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent Buildings. Per Cent. 



Each apartment provided with private bath 

Only some apartments provided with private baths. 
No private bath 



Total 



462 
193 
64 

719 



64.26 

26.84 

8.90 



225 
48 



294 



76.53. 
X6.33 

7.14 
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FOR WHICH PLANS WERE FILED 
June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


New York City. 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


Buildings. 


Per- Cent! 


^Buildings. Per Centl 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


.... 


.... 


6 


2.01 


.... .... 


6 


.19 


128 


6.97 


159 


53.36 





288 


9.15 


892 


48.61 


119 


39.93 


I 100.00 


1,078 


34.25 


714 


38.91 


12 


4.03 





753 


23.93 


76 


4.14 


2 


^67 





246 


7.82 


25 


136 


.... 


.... 


.... .... 


765 
II 


24.31 
.35 


1,835 


100.00 


298 


100.00 


I 100.00 


3.147 


100.00 


December 31, 


1906, Inclusive. 










Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewYc 
Buildings. 


rk City. 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


'Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


^Buildings. Per Cent! 


Per Cent! 


55 


3.94 


66 


32.04 





125 


6.27 


798 


57.20 


122 


59.22 


4 100.00 


980 


49.17 


457 


32.76 


18 


8.74 





489 


24.54 


63 


4.52 








.... 


144 


7.23 


22 


1.58 


.... 


.... 


.... 


243 


12.19 


■ "" 


.... 


.... 


.... 


.... 


12 


.60 


1,395 


100.00 


206 


100.00 


4 100.00 


1,993 


100.00 



WITH BATHS, FOR WHICH PLANS WERE FILED. 
June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 



Queens. 



Richmond. 



New York City. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



1,699 



136 



1,835 



92.59 



7.41 



268 



30 



298 



89.26 



10.74 



2,655 84.37 

241 7.66 

251 7.97 



3,147 100.00 
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July I to 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



Each apartment provided with private bath 131 63.28 131 72.38 

Only some apartments provided with private bath... 38 18.36 16 8.84 

No private bath 38 18.36 34 18.78 

Total 207 100.00 181 100.00 



OUTLOOK OF APARTMENTS IN NEW 
January i to June 



Manhattan. 
A, 



The Bronx. 



Apart- Apart- 

ments. Per Cent. ments. Per Cent. 



Street apartments 9,289 

Yard apartments 7*270 

Court apartments 2,976 

Through apartments 179 

Total X9>7i4 



47-12 


2,722 


46.16 


36.88 


2,003 


33.97 


15.09 


897 


15.21 


.91 


275 
5.897 


4.66 


100.00 


100.00 



From July i to December 



Manhattan. 



Apart- 
ments. 



Per Cent. 



The Bronx. 

^. ' ^ 

Apart- 
ments. Per Cent. 



Street apartments 3,799 4^>9d 1.320 42. 53 

Yard apartments 2,105 35 • 27 1*007 32.44 

Court spbrtments 971 1^.27 611 19.68 

Through apartments 93 i . 56 166 5.35 

Tdfal 5*968 100.00 3.104 zoo. 00 
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December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 




Queens. 




Richmond. 




New York City. 
^Buildings. Per Ce 




Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


Buildings. 


Per* Cent^ 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


nt. 


1,182 


84 


73 


187 


90 


78 


2 


SO. 


00 


1,633 
S4 


81 

2 


94 
71 


213 


IS 


.27 


19 


9 


.22 


2 


SO 


GO 


306 


15 


35 


1,395 


100 


00 


206 


100 


00 


4 


100 


GO 


1,993 


100 


00 



TENEMENTS, FOR WHICH PLANS WERE FILED. 
30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


New^ 

'Apart- 
ments. 


fork City. 


Apart- 
ments. 


Per Cent. 


'Apart- 
ments. 


Per Cent. 


Apart- 
ments. Per Cent. 


Per Cent. 


J,9i7 


15.84 


36 


2.75 


.... .... 


13,964 


35.78 


1,628 


13.45 


36 


2.75 





10,937 


28.02 


455 


3.76 


.... 








4,328 


11.09 


8,105 


66.95 


1,236 


94.50 


3 


9,798 


25.11 


12,105 


100.00 


1,308 


100.00 


3 100.00 


39,027 


100.00 



31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 




Queens. 


Richmond. 


Newl 

Apart- 
ments. 


fork City. 


Apart- 
ments. 


Per Cent. 


Apart- 
ments. 




Per Cent. 


Apart- 
ments. Per Cent. 


Per Cent. 


3,258 


30.97 


109 




10.04 


.... .... 


7.486 


36.18 


2,729 


25.94 


47 




4.32 




5,888 


28.46 


619 


5.88 


8 




.74 





2,209 


10.67 


3,91s 


37.21 


922 




84.90 


12 100.00 


5,108 


24.69 


10,521 


100.00 


1,086 


100.00 


12 100.00 


20,691 


100.00 
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NEW TENEMENTS SITUATED ON CORNER AND INTERIOR LOTS FOR 

WHICH PLANS WERE FILED. 

January i to June 30, 1906, Inclusive. 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 

Build- Per Estimated 

Location. ings. Cent. Cost. 

Corner lots 146 20.31 $I3>997>500 00 

Interior lots 573 79.69 26,516,40000 

Total 719 100.00 $40,513,90000 

BOROUGH OF THE BRONX. 

Build- Per Estimated 

Location. ings. Cent. Cost. 

Corner lots 58 19 • 73 $2,976,000 00 

Interior lots 236 80.27 7,217,100 00 

Total 294 100.00 $10,193,10000 

BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 

Build- Per Estimated 

Location. ings. Cent. Cost. 

Corner lots 157 8.56 $3,002,300 00 

Interior lots 1,678 91 .44 18,367,400 00 

Total 1*835 100.00 $21,369,70000 

BOROUGH OF QUEENS. 

Build- Per Estimated 

Location. ings. Cent. Cost. 

Corner lots 32 10 . 74 $247,500 00 

Interior lots 266 89.26 1,477,300 00 

Total 298 100.00 $1,724,80000 
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BOROUGH OF RICHMOND. 

Build- Per 

Location. ings. Cent. 

Corner lots .. 

Interior lots i loo .00 

Total I xoo.oo 

NEW YORK CITY. 

Build- Per 

Location. ings. Cent. 

Corner lots 393 12.49 

Interior lots »»7S4 87.51 

Total 3ii47 100.00 

July I to December 31, 1906, Inclusive. 
BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 

Build- Per 

Location. ings. Cent. 

Corner lots 47 22.78 

Interior lots x6o 77-28 

Total 207 100.00 

BOROUGH OF THE BRONX. 

BuUd- Per 

Location. ings. Cent. 

Corner lots 25 13.81 

Interior lots 156 86.19 

Total 181 xoo.oo 



Estimated 
Cost. 



$5,000 bo 



$5,000 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



$20,223,300 00 
53*583,200 00 

$73,806,500 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



$8,508,000 00 
6,277,500 00 

$14,785,500 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



$1,232,500 00 
4*290,700 00 

$5*523*200 00 
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BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 

Build- 
Location, ings. 

Corner lots 141 

Interior lots i>254 

Total 1,395 

BOROUGH OF QUEENS. 

Build- 
Location, ings. 

Corner lots 26 

Interior lots 180 

Total 206 

BOROUGH OF RICHMOND. 

■ I 

Build- 
Location. ings. 

Corner lots i 

Interior lots 3 

Total 4 

NEW YORK CITY. 

Build- 
Location, ings. 

Corner lots 240 

Interior lots 1,753 

Total 1 ,993 



Per 
Cent. 



Estimated 
Cost. 



10.08 
89.9a 



Per 
Cent. 



$2,512,600 00 
13.969,980 00 

$16,482,550 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



13.62 
87.38 



Per 
Cent. 



$261,000 00 
1,260,100 00 

$1,521,100 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



25.00 
75.00 



Per 
Cent. 



$5,500 00 
13,000 00 



$18,500 00 



Estimated 
Cost. 



12. 04 
87^96 



$12,519,600 00 
25,811,250 00 

$38,330,850 00 
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NUMBER OF FAMILIES ON EACH FLOOR IN NEW 

January i to June 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



One family on each floor i .14 

Two families on each floor 9 i .25 

Three families on each floor 54 7.51 

Four families on each floor 281 39.08 

Five families on each floor 208 28.93 

Six families on each floor 114 15.86 

More than six families on each floor 52 7.23 

Total 719 100.00 



64 
25 
13 
73 
69 
35 
16 



21.77 

8.50 

4.42 

24.49 

33.47 

II. 91 

5.44 



July I to December 



Manhattan 



The Bronx. 



Buildings. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



One family on each floor 2 .96 55 30.39 

Two families on each floor 7 3.38 16 8.84 

Three families on each floor 18 8.70 8 4.42 

Four families on each floor 51 24.64 26 14.37 

Five families on each floor 54 26.09 41 22.65 

Six families on each floor 48 33. 19 24 13.26 

More than six families on each floor 27 13.04 11 6.07 

Total 207 100.00 181 100.00 
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TENEMENTS FOR WHICH PLANS WERE FILED. 
30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


New York City. 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


Buildings. 


Per Cent 


^Buildings. Per Cent! 


'Buildings. 


Per Centr 


350 


19.07 


42 


14.10 


I 100.00 


458 


M.55 


1,3" 


71.44 


252 


84.56 




1,597 


50.7s 


20 


1.09 


2 


.67 




89 


2.83 


84 


4.58 


2 


.67 




439 


13-95 


41 


2.24 





.... 




318 


10. lO 


25 


1.36 





.... 




174 


5-53 


4 


.23 


.... 


.... 




72 


2.2^ 


1,835 


100.00 


298 


100.00 


I 100.00 


3,147 


100.00 



31, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewY( 

Buildings. 


)rk City. 


buildings. 


Per Cent! 


^Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


^Buildings. Pci<Cent! 


Per Cent. 


223 


15.98 


32 


15.53 


4 100.00 


316 


15.86 


1,008 


72.26 


171 


83.01 




1,202 


60.31 


23 


1.6s 




.97 




SI 


2.56 


63 


4.52 




.49 




141 


7.07 


35 


2.51 


.... 


.... 




130 


6.52 


42 


3.01 


.... 


.... 




"4 


5. 72 


I 


.07 


.... 


.... 




39 


1.96 


1,395 


100.00 


206 


100.00 


4 100.00 


1,993 


100. oa 
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WIDTH OF LOT OF NEW TENEMENTS 

January i to June 



Manhattan. 



The Bronx. 



Buildijigs. Per Cent. Buildings. Per Cent. 



Lots under 25 feet 

Lots 25 feet 

Lots under 37 Vi feet 

Lots 37y2 feet 

Lots under 40 feet 

Lots under 44 feet 

Lots 44 and 46 feet 

Lots under 50 feet 

Lots 50 feet 

Lots 65 feet and under.. 
Lots 75 feet and under. . 
Lots 90 feet and under . . . 
Lots 100 feel and under. 
Lots over 100 feet 



5 
33 
57 
92 
180 
75 
22 

34 

134 

32 

23 

14 
18 



.70 
4.59 
7.93 
12.79 
25.03 
10.43 
3.06 

4.37 
18.64 
4.45 
3.20 

1.95 
2.50 



89 

25 

22 

31 

14 

43 

I 

6 

47 

8 



30.27 
8.50 
7-48 

10.55 
4.76 

14.62 

.34 

2.04 

16.00 

2.72 

.68 

1. 02 

.68 
.34 



lotai 719 


100.00 


294 100.00 


From July i to December 


Manhattan. 


The Bronx. 


Buildings. 


Per Cent 


^Buildings. Per Cent] 



Lots under 25 feet 

Lots 25 feet 

Lots under 37J4 feet 

Lots 37]/^ feet 

Lots under 40 feet 

Lots under 44 feet 

Lots 44 and 46 feet 

Lots under 50 feet 

Lots 50 feet 

Lots 65 feet and under. . 
Lots 75 feet and under.. 
Lots 90 feet and under.. 
Lots 100 feet and under. 
Lots over 100 feet..- 

Total 



II 
18 



42 
7 



13 
49 



.97 
5.31 
8.70 
10.15 
20.29 
3.38 
5.31 
6.28 
23.67 
4.83 
2.42 

3.86 
4.83 



25 
46 
16 
30 

5 
17 

2 

5 

23 

9 



13-81 
25-42 

8.84 
16.58 

2.76 

9.39 
1. 10 
2.76 
12.71 
4-98 



•55 
1. 10 



207 



181 
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FOR WHICH PLANS WERE FILED. 
30, 1906, Inclusive. 



Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewYc 
Buildings. 


)rk City. 


buildings. 


Per Cent! 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


'Buildings. Per Cent 


Per Cent! 


562 


30.63 


30 


10.07 




686 


21.80 


699 


38.09 


226 


75.84 




983 


31.24 


446 


24.31 


34 


II. 41 


I 100.00 


560 


17.80 


36 


1.96 


I 


.33 




160 
194 


5.08 
6.16 


32 


1.74 


3 


1. 01 




153 


4.86 


5 


.27 





.... 




28 


.89 


14 


'1^ 










54 


1. 71 


34 


1.8s 


3 


1. 01 




218 
40 


6.93 
1.27 


6 


.33 


I 


.33 




32 


1.02 


1 


.06 


.... 


.... 




4 
16 
19 


.13 
.54 
.60 


1,835 


100.00 


298 


100.00 


I 100.00 


3.147 


100.00 


31, 1906, Inclusive. 


Brooklyn. 


Queens. 


Richmond. 


NewY( 

Buildings. 


)rk City. 


buildings. 


Per Cent 


Buildings. 


Per Cent! 


'Buildings. Pen Cent! 


Per Cent. 


697 


49.96 


30 


14.56 


2 50.00 


756 


37.93 


363 


26.02 


146 


70.88 


I 25.00 


567 


28.45 


198 


14.19 


19 


9.22 




251 


12.60 


27 


1.94 


4 


1.94 




82 
47 


4.12 
2.36 


52 

.... 


3.73 


4 


1.94 




80 
13 


4.01 
.65 


s 


.36 


2 


.97 




25 


1.26 


46 


3.39 






I 25.00 


119 
19 


5.97 
.95 


6 


'43 


I 


.49 




13 


.60 


I 


.07 


.... 


E 


.... • • *• 


I 

9 
12 


.05 
.45 
.60 


i>39S 


100.00 


206 


100.00 


4 100.00 


1.993 


xoo.oo 
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